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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 

Proclamation 3701 

NATIONAL POISON PREVENTION WEEK 1966 
By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 

It was noted long ago that, “Poison kills only where there is no 
antidote.” 

But no antidote will ever take the place of precaution. For when 
precaution is used, antidotes become unnecessary. 

Last year, more than 600,000 American children were the victims of 
accidental poisoning. Nearly 500 of these children died. 

These poisonings took a variety of forms. Some were from medi¬ 
cines and some were from household products. But all had one thing 
in common; carelessness. To store drugs and poisons within easy 
reach of children, or to store them along side of food, is as foolish as 
leaving a loaded pistol lying around the house—and as dangerous. 

To alert adults to the dangers of accidental poisoning and to en¬ 
courage them to take appropriate preventive measures, the Congress, 
by a joint resolution approved September 26, 1961 (75 Stat. 681), 
requested the President to issue annually a proclamation designating 
the third week in March as National Poison Prevention Week: 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, do hereby proclaim the week beginning 
March 20, 1966, as National Poison Prevention Week. 

I direct the appropriate agencies of the Federal Government, and 
I invite State and local governments and organizations, to participate 
actively in programs designed to promote better protection against 
accidental poisonings among young children. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand and 
caused the Seal of the United States of America to be affixed. 

DONE at the City of Washington this 27th day of January in the 
year of our Lord nineteen hundred and sixty-six, and of the 
[seal] Independence of the United States of America the one hun¬ 
dred and ninetieth. 

Lyndon B. Johnson 

By the President: 

Dean Rusk, 

Secretary of State. 

[F.R. Doc. GO-1131; Filed, Jan. 28,19GG; 2: 30 p.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

Commission on Civil Rights 

Section 213.3356 is amended to show 
that the position of Deputy Staff Director 
is excepted under Schedule C. Effective 
on publication in the Federal Register, 
paragraph (f) is added to § 213.3356 as 
set out below. 

§ 213.3356 Commission on Civil Right*. 
• » • • * 

(f) One Deputy Staff Director. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631. 633; E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR, 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

[FR. Doc. 66-1071; Filed Jan. 31, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.J 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 

PART 338—QUALIFICATION 
REQUIREMENTS (GENERAL) 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


1. Section 213.3101 is revised to re¬ 
strict the temporary appointment of sons 
and daughters of an agency’s personnel 
between May 1, 1966, and September 30, 
1966, and to bring within the purview 
of the Commission’s 1966 summer em¬ 
ployment program temporary appoint¬ 
ments to Schedule A positions, other 
than positions excepted under Schedule 
A when filled by particular types of in¬ 
dividuals. Effective on publication in 
the Federal Register, paragraph (b) of 
§ 213.3101 is amended and paragraph 
(c) is added to § 213.3101 as set out below. 

§ 213.3101 Positions other than those 
of a confidential or policy-determin¬ 
ing character for which it is not prac¬ 
ticable to examine. 


<b) An agency (including a military 
department) may not appoint the son 
or daughter of a civilian employee of 
that agency, or the son or daughter of a 
member of its uniformed service, to a 
Position listed in Schedule A for a part- 
time, seasonal, intermittent, or other 
employment within the 
united States, between May 1. 1966, and 
September 30,1966; except that this pro¬ 
hibition shall not apply to the appoint¬ 
ment of persons who are eligible for 


placement assistance under the Commis¬ 
sion’s Displaced Employee (DE) 
Program. 

(c) An agency may appoint for part- 
time. seasonal, intermittent, or other 
temporary employment within the 
United States, between May 1, 1966, and 
September 30, 1966, in positions listed 
in Schedule A only in accordance with 
the terms of the Commission’s 1966 sum¬ 
mer employment program. This restric¬ 
tion does not apply to positions which 
are excepted only when filled by par¬ 
ticular types of individuals. 

(R-S- 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631. 633; E.O. 10577, 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

2. Section 213.3102 is amended to show 
that excepted appointments of student 
assistants may be made only to positions 
having qualification standards that are 
consistent with the education and ex¬ 
perience standards established for com¬ 
parable positions in the competitive serv¬ 
ice. Effective on publication in the 
Federal Register, paragraph (q) of 
§ 213.3102 is amended as set out below. 

§ 213.3102 Entire executive civil service. 

• • • * * 

(q) Temporary or intermittent posi¬ 
tions at GS-7 and below when the ap¬ 
pointees are to assist scientific, profes¬ 
sional, or technical employees. Persons 
employed under this provision shall be 
(1) bona fide students at high schools or 
accredited colleges or universities pur¬ 
suing courses related to the field in which 
employed; or (2) bona fide high school 
science and mathematics teachers. No 
person shall be employed under this pro¬ 
vision (i) in a position of a routine cleri¬ 
cal type; or <ii) in excess of 1,040 
working hours a year; except that the 
1,040-work! ng-hours-a-year limitation 
shall not apply to persons employed 
under this provision in positions at GS-5 
and below which are established in con¬ 
nection with an organized work-study 
program involving alternating periods 
of work experience and related study at 
an accredited college or university in a 
cooperative curriculum in which the 
work experience is a prerequisite to the 
award of a degree. Appointments under 
this authority may be made only to posi¬ 
tions for which qualification standards 
established under part 302 of this chap¬ 
ter are consistent with the education and 
experience standards established for 
comparable positions in the competitive 
service. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended* 

5 U.S.C. 631, 633; E.O. 10577, 19 Fit. 7621, 

3 CFR 1954-1958 Comp., p. 218) 

3. Section 338.202 is revised to restrict 
temporary limited appointments of sons 
and daughters of an agency’s personnel 
between May 1, 1966, and September 30, 
1966. Effective on publication in the 


Federal Register, § 338.202 is amended 
as set out below. 

§ 338.202 Restriction on sons and 
daughters. 

An agency (including a military de¬ 
partment) may not appoint the son or 
daughter of a civilian employee of that 
agency, or the son or daughter of a mem¬ 
ber of its uniformed service, under a 
temporary limited appointment made 
for part-time, seasonal, intermittent, 
or other temporary employment within 
the United States, between May 1, 1966. 
and September 30, 1966; except that this 
prohibition shall not apply to the ap¬ 
pointment of persons who are eligible 
for placement assistance under the Com¬ 
mission’s Displaced Employee (DE) 
Program. 

(R.S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403, as amended; 
5 U.S.C. 631, 633; E.O. 10577. 19 F.R. 7521, 
3 CFR 1954-58 Comp., p. 218) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[sealI Mary V. Wenzel, 

Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1072; FUed. Jan. 31, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.J 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service 
(Agricultural Adjustment), Depart¬ 
ment of Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER B—FARM ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 
AND MARKETING QUOTAS 

PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED (TYPE 21), FIRE-CURED 
(TYPES 22, 23, AND 24), DARK AIR- 
CURED, VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, 
MARYLAND, CIGAR-BINDER (TYPES 
51 AND 52), AND CIGAR FILLER 
AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 44, 53, 
54, AND 55) TOBACCO 

Subpart—(1) Announcement and Ap¬ 
portionment of the National Mar¬ 
keting Quota on an Acreage Basis 
for Burley Tobacco for the 1966-67 
Marketing Year, (2) Determinations 
and Announcements on an Acre¬ 
age-Poundage Basis for Burley To¬ 
bacco 

§ 724.35d Hus is and purpose, on an 
acreage basis. 

(a) Sections 724.35d, and 724.35e are 
issued (1) to determine the reserve sup¬ 
ply level and the total supply of burley 
tobacco for the marketing year beginning 
October 1, 1965; (2) to announce the 
amount of the national marketing quota 
on an acreage basis for burley tobacco for 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


the marketing year beginning October 1, 
1966; and (3) to apportion the national 
marketing quotas on an acreage basis for 
hurley tobacco for the 1966-67 market¬ 
ing year among the several States. The 
determinations contained in § 724.35e 
have been made on the basis of the latest 
available statistics of the Federal Gov¬ 
ernment, and after due consideration of 
data, views, and recommendations re¬ 
ceived from burley tobacco producers and 
others as provided in a notice (30 F.R. 
13231) given in accordance with the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003). ’ 

(b) Since burley tobacco farmers are 
now making preparations for 1966 pro¬ 
duction of burley tobacco and need to 
know, at the earliest possible date, the 
1966 burley tobacco acreage allotments 
for their farms, it is hereby found that 
compliance with the 30-day effective 
date provision of the Administrative 
Procedure Act is impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest. Therefore, 
the announcement and apportionment 
of the national marketing quota on an 
acreage basis for burley tobacco for the 
1966-67 marketing year, contained 
herein, shall become effective upon the 
date of filing with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

§ 724.35e Determination* and announce¬ 
ment with respect to the national 
marketing quota on an acreage basin 
for hurley tobacco for the marketing 
year beginning October 1, 1966. 

(a) Reserve supply level} The re¬ 
serve supply level for burley tobacco 
is 1,824.9 million pounds, calculated, as 
provided in the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.), hereinafter referred to as the 
Act, from a normal year's domestic con¬ 
sumption of 590.0 million pounds and a 
normal year’s exports of 70.0 million 
pounds. 

(b) Total supply} The total supply 
of burley tobacco for the marketing year 
beginning October 1, 1965, is 2,025.5 
million pounds, consisting of carryover 
of 1,415.7 million pounds and estimated 
1965 production of 609.8 million pounds. 

(c) Carryover} The estimated carry¬ 
over of burley tobacco at the beginning 
of the marketing year for such tobacco 
beginning October. 1966, is 1,408.1 mil¬ 
lion pounds, calculated by subtracting 
the estimated disappearance for the 
marketing year beginning October 1, 
1965, of 617.4 million pounds from the 
total supply of such tobacco. 

(d) National marketing quota} The 
amount of burley tobacco which will 
make available during the marketing 
year beginning October 1. 1966, a supply 
of burley tobacco equal to the reserve 
supply level of such tobacco is 416.8 mil¬ 
lion pounds and a national marketing 
quota of such amount is hereby an¬ 
nounced. It is determined, however, 
that a national marketing quota in the 
amount of 416.8 million pounds would re¬ 
sult in undue restriction of marketings 
during the 1966-67 marketing year and 


1 Rounded to the nearest tenth of a million 
pounds. 


such amount is hereby increased by 20 
percent. Therefore, the amount of the 
national marketing quota for burley to¬ 
bacco in terms of the total quantity of 
such tobacco w’hich may be marketed 
duiing the marketing year beginning 
October 1, 1966, is 500.2 million pounds. 

(e) Apportionment of the quota. The 
national marketing quota is hereby ap¬ 
portioned among the several States pur¬ 
suant to section 313(a) of the Act and 
converted into State acreage allotments 
in accordance with section 313(g) of the 
Act as follows: 


State 


AcreaQt 

allotment 


Re nerve 1 


Alabama_ 

Arkansas_— 

Georgia.- 

Illinois.- 

Indiana___ 

Kansas.- 

Kentucky_- 

Missouri.. 

North Carolina— 

Ohio.. 

Pennsylvania__ 

South Carolina— 

Tennessee.- 

Virginia. 

West Virginia. 

Reserve 1 -- 


20.84 
30.11 
01.33 
2.00 
fl, 075.44 

n m 

157,122.65 
2,410.83 
8,202.44 
7,743.02 
1.03 
2.44 
50,380.34 
8,812.27 
2,250.13 
600.70 


0.03 
0.05 
0.08 
0.00 
7.17 
0.07 
184.79 
2.87 
9.78 
9.14 
0.00 
0.00 
50.53 
10.40 
2.08 


* Acreage reserved for establishing allotments for new 

* The acreage included in the Stutc acroagc allotment 
available pursuant to section 724.57 of tho regulations 
governing determination of tobacco farm acrejigo allot¬ 
ments (27 F.R. 8937; 28 F.U. 9144; 29 F.R. 1315; 30 P.R. 
823) in each State for use in making corrections, adjust¬ 
ments In old farm allotments that are relatively smaller 
than those for similar farms, and in determining allot¬ 
ments for overlooked old forms. 


§ 724.35s Basis and purpose, on an 
acreage-poundage basis. 

Section 317(c) of the Act provides 
that whenever, during the first or second 
marketing year of the 3-year period for 
which marketing quotas on an acreage 
basis are in effect for any kind of tobacco, 
the Secretary, in his discretion, deter¬ 
mines with respect to that kind of 
tobacco that acreage-poundage quotas 
under section 317 would result in a more 
effective marketing quota program for 
that kind of tobacco he shall at the 
time the next announcement of the na¬ 
tional marketing quota under section 312 
(b) of the Act determine and announce 
the amount of the national quota for that 
kind of tobacco under section 317 of the 
Act and at the same time announce the 
national acreage allotment and national 
average yield goal and within 45 days 
thereafter conduct a special referendum 
of farmers engaged in the production of 
the kind of tobacco of the most recent 
crop to determine whether they favor 
the establishment of marketing quotas on 
an acreage-poundage basis as provided 
in section 317 for the next 3 marketing 
years: Provided , however , That the 
Secretary shall not make any such de¬ 
termination with respect to any kind of 
tobacco (except flue-cured tobacco) un¬ 
less prior thereto he shall conduct public 
hearings in the areas where such tobacco 
is produced for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing and taking into consideration the 
attitudes of producers and other inter¬ 
ested persons with respect to acreage 
poundage quotas. Section 317(c) fur¬ 
ther provides that if the Secretary de¬ 


termines that more than two-thirds of i 
the fanners voting in the special refer¬ 
endum approve quotas on an acreage- 
poundage basis as provided in section 317, 
acreage-poundage quotas shall be in ef¬ 
fect for the next 3 marketing years and 
the marketing quotas on an acreage basis 
shall cease to be in effect at the beginning 
of such 3-year period. If marketing 
quotas on an acreage-poundage basis are 
not approved by more than two-thirds of 
the farmers voting in such referendum, 
the marketing quotas on an acreage basis 
shall continue in effect as theretofore 
proclaimed under section 312(a). 

Producers of burley tobacco voting in 
a referendum approved marketing quotas 
on an acreage basis for the 3 marketing 
years beginning October 1, 1965, October 
1, 1966, and October 1, 1967 (30 F.R. 
4313). 

In compliance with subsection 317(i) 
(1) of the Act, a public meeting was held 
in Lexington, Ky., on December 21, 1965, 
to consult with representatives of all seg¬ 
ments of the burley tobacco industry, 
including growers, State farm organiza¬ 
tions, and cooperative associations, to 
receive their recommendations and to 
determine the need for an acreage- 
poundage marketing quota program for 
burley tobacco similar to or modified 
from the acreage-poundage program 
provided in section 317 of the Act. Notice 
of such hearing was given in the Federal 
Register (30 F.R. 14865, 15333). No 
formal votes were taken on issues, but. 
while there were mixed feelings and be¬ 
liefs, the consensus appeared to be in 
favor of providing an acreage-poundage 
program as provided in section 317 of the 
Act for burley tobacco. 

In compliance with section 317(c) of 
the Act. public hearings were held in 
areas where burley tobacco Is produced 
for the purpose of ascertaining and tak¬ 
ing into consideration the attitudes of 
producers and other interested persons 
with respect to acreage-poundage quotas. 
Notice of the hearings was published in 
the Federal Register (31 F.R. 300). 

The attitudes expressed by burley to¬ 
bacco producers and other interested 
persons at the hearings were mixed. 
Many expressed the view that the present 
acreage allotment program for burley 
tobacco has worked well and should be 
continued with no reduction in farm 
acreage allotments. Others expressed 
the view that acreage-poundage quotas 
were needed to prevent further increases 
in per acre yields. Some expressed the 
view that in the event an acreage-pound- 
age program is announced, the 5 years, 
1960 through 1964, should be used as the 
base period in establishing preliminary 
farm yields and community average 
yields. 

During the most recent 4 marketing 
years <196M>2 through 1964-65), the 
production of burley tobacco has ex¬ 
ceeded disappearance (domestic usage 
plus exports) by over 288 million pounds. 
This resulted in the buildup of a sur¬ 
plus. The carryover of old-crop burley 
in the inventories of manufacturers and 
dealers and under Government loan on 
October 1,1965, beginning of the current 
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marketing year, was 1,415.7 million 
pounds (farm-weight basis), an all-time 
high. 

The total supply (carryover plus esti¬ 
mated production) for the current mar¬ 
keting year of 2,025.5 million pounds is 
sufficient for about 3.3 years at current 
levels of domestic usage and export. It 
is generally agreed that a supply of about 
2.8 years’ duration is desirable. 

During the 5 years, 1956 through 1960, 
burley tobacco yields averaged 1,620 
pounds per acre. During the most recent 
3 years, 1963 through 1965, yields aver¬ 
aged 2,151 pounds per acre, an increase 
of nearly one-third. Research data and 
sales records for individual farms show 
that further substantial increases can be 
made in per-acre yields. Under the 
present acreage allotment program, in¬ 
creases in per-acre yields require reduc¬ 
tions in acreage allotments, which in turn 
stimulate further increases in yields. 

In view of these facts, and after con¬ 
sideration of the attitudes of producers 
and other interested persons, it is deter¬ 
mined that acreage-poundage quotas will 
result in a more effective marketing quota 
program for burley tobacco. 

It is fclso determined that the use of 
the period of years. 1959 through 1963, 
in determining community average yields 
and preliminary farm yields will result 
generally in more equitable farm market¬ 
ing quotas throughout the burley tobacco 
producing area as a whole than would 
use of the years, 1960 through 1964, since 
there was a wide variance in growing 
conditions in 1964 in the burley tobacco 
producing area. 

Sections 724.35s and 724.35r are issued 
pursuant to the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act of 1938, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq.), and as further amended by 
Public Law 89-12 (79 Stat. 66), approved 
April 16, 1965, hereinafter referred to as 
the Act, to determine and announce for 
burley tobacco for the marketing year 
beginning October 1,1966, under the pro¬ 
visions of Public Law 89-12, (A) the Sec¬ 
retary’s determination that acreage- 
poundage quotas under section 317(c) of 
the Act would result in a more effective 
marketing quota program for burley to¬ 
bacco, (B) the amount of the national 
marketing quota on an acreage-poundage 
basis, (C) the 1966 national average yield 
goal, (D) the 1966 national acreage allot¬ 
ment, (E) the reserve for making cor¬ 
rections in farm acreage allotments, ad¬ 
justing inequities, and for establishing 
acreage allotments for new farms, (F) 
the 1966 national acreage factor, and 
(G) the period of years used in determin¬ 
ing community average yields and pre¬ 
liminary farm yields. The determina¬ 
tions by the Secretary contained in 
§ 724.35(r) have been made on the basis 
of the latest available statistics of the 
Federal Government. Due considera¬ 
tion has been given data, views, and rec¬ 
ommendations received from burley to¬ 
bacco producers and others pursuant to 
the notice (30 F.R. 13231) given in ac¬ 
cordance with the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003). Since the 
Act requires the holding of a special ref¬ 
erendum of burley tobacco farmers en¬ 


gaged in the production of burley tobacco 
of the 1965 crop within 45 days after the 
announcement of the national marketing 
quota on an acreage-poundage basis, the 
national acreage allotment, and the na¬ 
tional average yield goal, to determine 
whether such farmers favor the estab¬ 
lishment of marketing quotas on an 
acreage-poundage basis for the 3 mar¬ 
keting years beginning October 1, 1966, 
October 1,1967. and October 1, 1968, and 
since burley tobacco farm operators 
must, under section 317 of the Act, be 
notified of the 1966 crop year marketing 
quotas for their farms at least 15 days 
prior to the holding of the special refer¬ 
endum, it is hereby found that compli¬ 
ance with the 30-day effective date pro¬ 
vision of the Administrative Procedure 
Act is impracticable and contrary to the 
public interest. Therefore, the determi¬ 
nations and announcements contained 
herein shall become effective upon the 
date of filing of this document with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Under the formula in the Act, the basis 
for determining the reserve supply level 
depends upon the marketing year in 
which it is determined. 7 U.S.C. 1301 
(b), <10)(B), (11) (B), (12), (14)B. The 
present marketing year began on Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1965. and ends on September 30, 
1966. 7 U.S.C. 1301(b)(7). The re¬ 
serve supply level determined under 
§ 724.35e is 1,824.9 million pounds, and 
the reserve supply level so determined 
is used for the purposes of the determina¬ 
tions in § 724.35r. 

The carryover of burley tobacco on 
October 1, 1966. is estimated at 1,408.1 
million pounds, and a 1966 crop of 625.0 
million pounds, based on the 1966 na¬ 
tional quota of 625.0 million pounds, 
would result in a supply of burley tobacco 
for the 1966-67 marketing year of 2,033.1 
million pounds, or 208.2 million pounds 
above the reserve supply level. 

During the 1966-67 marketing year, an 
estimated 570.0 million pounds of burley 
tobacco will be utilized in the United 
States and an estimated 65.0 million 
pounds will be exported—a total disap¬ 
pearance of 635.0 million pounds. This 
compares with the present estimate for 
the 1965-66 marketing year of 617.4 mil¬ 
lion pounds for domestic utilization and 
for export. The estimates for the 
1966-67 marketing year take into ac¬ 
count an expected increase in cigarette 
consumption, and the improved quality 
of leaf expected under the acreage- 
poundage program should enhance the 
export position of burley. 

It is determined that it is desirable to 
effect an orderly reduction of supplies to 
the reserve supply level, and, therefore, a 
downward adjustment in a national mar¬ 
keting quota of 635.0 million pounds 
should be made. Accordingly, the na¬ 
tional marketing quota for burley to¬ 
bacco for the marketing year beginning 
October 1, 1966 is determined to be 625.0 
million pounds. This is less than the 
maximum reduction of 15 percentum 
permitted by the Act, but no further re¬ 
duction is deemed desirable because ex¬ 
pedience gained from actual operations 
under the acreage-poundage program for 
burley tobacco is lacking. 


It is determined that the national mar¬ 
keting quota of 625.0 million pounds, in 
view of the anticipated carryover, will in¬ 
sure an adequate supply of burley to¬ 
bacco for the 1966-67 marketing year. 

The “national average yield goal” has 
been determined to be 2,050 pounds per 
acre. It has been determined that this 
yield will improve or insure the usability 
of burley tobacco and increase the net re¬ 
turn per pound to the growers. In mak¬ 
ing this determination, consideration was 
given to research data of the Agricultural 
Research Service of the Department and 
of universities in the two leading burley 
tobacco States. 

The national acreage allotment of 
304,878.05 acres, was determined in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the Act 
by dividing the national marketing quota 
of 625.0 million pounds by the national 
average yield goal of 2,050 pounds. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the Act, a reserve from the national acre¬ 
age allotment is established in the 
amount of 587.32 acres for making cor¬ 
rections in farm acreage allotments, ad¬ 
justing inequities, and for establishing 
acreage allotments for new farms. It is 
estimated that the reserve will be 
adequate. 

A national acreage factor of 1.063 was 
determined by dividing the national 
acreage allotment of 304,878.05 acres, 
less the reserve of 587.32 acres, by the 
total of the 1966 preliminary acreage 
allotments of 286,256.56 acres. 

The national yield factor will be deter¬ 
mined and announced later. 

No consideration has been given to any 
action on burley tobacco under the pro¬ 
viso in section 301(b) (15) or under sec¬ 
tion 313(1) of the Act since burley to¬ 
bacco consists of only one type (type 31) 
of tobacco. 

No recommendations, for or against, 
were received with respect to taking ac¬ 
tion under the proviso in subsection (g) 
(1) of section 317 of the Act. It is con¬ 
cluded that no determination should be 
made with respect to this proviso at the 
present time since no marketing expe¬ 
rience under the acreage-poundage 
program is available for burley tobacco. 

§ 724.35r Determination* and announce¬ 
ments. 

(a) It is hereby determined, pursuant 
to and in accordance with the provisions 
of section 317(c) of the Act, that acreage- 
poundage quotas under section 317 of 
the Act will result in a more effective 
marketing quota program for burley 
tobacco than a marketing quota program 
on an acreage basis. 

(b) National marketing quota for 
burley tobacco on an acreage-poundage 
basis for the marketing year beginning 
October 1 , 1966. A national marketing 
quota for burley tobacco on an acreage- 
poundage basis for the marketing year 
beginning October 1, 1966. is hereby de¬ 
termined and announced in the amount 
of 625.0 million pounds. This quota is 
based upon an estimated utilization in 
the United States in such marketing year 
of 570.0 million pounds and exports in 
such marketing year of 65.0 million 
pounds, and a downward adjustment of 
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10.0 million pounds which is determined 
to be desirable for the purpose of effect¬ 
ing an orderly reduction of supplies to 
the reserve supply level. 

(c) National average yield goal. The 
national average yield goal for burley 
tobacco for the marketing year beginning 
October 1, 1966, is determined and an¬ 
nounced as 2,050 pounds. This goal is 
based on the yield per acre which on a 
national average basis it is determined 
will improve or insure the usability of 
burley tobacco and increase the net re¬ 
turn per pound to growers. 

<d) National acreage allotment. The 
national acreage allotment for burley to¬ 
bacco on an acreage-poundage basis for 
the marketing year beginning October 1, 
1966, is determined and announced to be 
304,878.05 acres. This allotment was de¬ 
termined by dividing the national mar¬ 
keting quota of 625.0 million pounds by 
the national average yield goal of 2,050 
pounds. 

(e) Reserve acreage for making cor¬ 
rections in farm acreage allotments, ad¬ 
justing inequities, and establishment of 
acreage allotments for new farms. A 
national reserve from the national acre¬ 
age allotment in the amount of 587.32 
acres is hereby determined and an¬ 
nounced. This reserve is made available 
(1) 487.32 acres for making corrections 
in farm acreage allotments and adjust¬ 
ing inequities, and (2) 100.00 acres for 
establishing allotments for new farms. 

(f) National acreage factor. The na¬ 
tional acreage factor for burley tobacco 
on an acreage-poundage basis for the 
marketing year beginning October 1, 
1966, is determined and announced as 
1.063. 

(g) Period of years used in determin¬ 
ing community average yields and pre- 
liminary farm yields. The period of 
years used in determining community 
average yields and preliminary farm 
yields is determined and announced as 
the years 1959 through 1963. 

(Secs. 301, 313, 317, 375, 52 Stat. 38. 47. 66, 
as amended, 79 Stat. 66; 7 U.S.C. 1301. 1313, 
1314c. 1375) 

Effective date: Date of filing this docu¬ 
ment with the Director. Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 27.1966. 

Orville L. Freeman. 

Secretary, 

jP.R. Doc. 68-1087; Piled, Jan. 27, 1966; 

4:08 p.m.J 


(Arndt. 6] 

PART 719—RECONSTITUTION OF 
FARMS, ALLOTMENTS, AND BASES 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
is issued pursuant to section 375(b) of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 1375(b)), section 


124 of the Soil Bank Act (7 U.S.C. 1812), 
and the Soil Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act (16 U.S.C. 590g-q)r This 
amendment implements section 379 of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as enacted on November 3, 1965, by the 
Food and Agriculture Act of 1965 (79 
Stat. 1211). 

The amendment to the Regulations for 
Reconstitution of Farms, Allotments, 
and Bases includes the following: 

(a) Amends § 719.3(b) to add a new 
subparagraph (8) to provide that land 
with a 1965 upland cotton allotment shall 
not be combined with land not having a 
1965 upland cotton allotment under cer¬ 
tain conditions. 

(b) Amends § 719.3(d) (3) to delete 
the exception. 

(c) Revises § 719.6 of the regulations 
to delete the special provisions for re¬ 
constitution of farms where ownership 
of land is transferred for non agricultural 
uses and such transfer was not an acqui¬ 
sition by an agency having the right of 
eminent domain. The revised § 719.6 of 
the regulations establishes the proce¬ 
dures for reconstitution of multiple 
ownership farms and single ownership 
farms where land is acquired for non¬ 
farming purposes by an agency having 
the right of eminent domain. 

(d) Revises § 719.7(b)(1) to permit 
the county committee to make a recon¬ 
stitution effective for a fall seeded allot¬ 
ment crop for the current program year 
even though the crop has been planted 
prior to such reconstitution if the county 
committee determines that no adverse 
effect to the program for the allotment 
crop involved will result from such re¬ 
constitution and the farm operator 
agrees in writing to such reconstitution. 

(e) Amends § 719.8(j) to establish the 
procedure for division of allotments in 
the manner designated by the land owner 
for particular tracts of land being trans¬ 
ferred other than to an agency having 
the right of eminent domain. This pro¬ 
cedure is not applicable to burley tobacco 
in accordance with the prohibition in sec¬ 
tion 379(6) of the Agricultural Adjust¬ 
ment Act of 1938, as amended. Special 
provisions are included with respect to 
minimum allotments for upland cotton 
under section 344(f) (1) of such Act. 

Since farms are now being reconsti¬ 
tuted and producers on such reconsti¬ 
tuted farms are making plans for 
producing 1966 crops, it is essential that 
this amendment be made effective as 
soon as possible. It is hereby found and 
determined that compliance with the 
notice, public procedure, and the 30-day 
effective date requirements of section 4 
of the Administrative Procedure Act 
(5 U.S.C. 1003) is impracticable and con¬ 
trary to the public interest and this 
amendment shall be effective upon filing 
this document with the Director, Office 
of the Federal Register. 

The Regulations for Reconstitution of 
Farms, Allotments, and Bases (29 F.R. 
13370. as amended) are amended as 
follows: 


1. Paragraph (b) of § 719.3 of the reg¬ 
ulations is amended to add a new sub- 
paragraph (8) at the end thereof and 
paragraph (d) (3) is amended to read as 
follows: 

§719.3 Farm constitution. 


(b) Farms constituted for the first 
time or reconstituted hereafter. * • • 

(8) Land having a 1965 upland cotton 
allotment shall not be combined with 
land not having a 1965 upland cotton 
allotment if the county committee deter¬ 
mines that: (i) The combination is re¬ 
quested primarily to establish status as a 
farm with a 1965 upland cotton allotment 
for purposes of transfers of allotment 
by sale or lease under section 344a of the 
Act; or (ii) the land having a 1965 up¬ 
land cotton allotment will not become 
an integral part of a single farming 
operation which will include the land not 
having a 1965 upland cotton allotment. 

• • • • • 

(d) Required reconstitutions. • • • 

(3) An owner requests in writing that 
his land no longer be included in a farm 
which is composed of tracts under sepa¬ 
rate ownership; 

* • • • • 

2. Paragraphs (a) and (b) of § 719.6 
of the regulations are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 719.6 Land removed from agricultural 
production. 

(a) Multiple ownership farms. When 
all or part of one or more separately 
owmed tracts in a multiple ownership 
farm is acquired for nonfarming purposes 
by any Federal, State, or other agency 
having the right of eminent domain, and 
such land is removed from agricultural 
production, each separately owned tract 
affected by the acquisition shall be con¬ 
stituted separately from the parent farm. 
If a part of an ownership tract is in¬ 
volved, it shall be determined whether 
the 15 percent provision of paragraph 
(b) of this section applies or whether the 
land, allotments, and history acreages 
of the acquired portion are to be recon¬ 
stituted. After the necessary determi¬ 
nations have been made and reconstitu¬ 
tion actions have been taken with respect 
to each ownersliip tract affected, any 
portion of such tracts which are not ac¬ 
quired shall be recombined with any re¬ 
maining portion of the parent farm as 
constituted prior to the application of 
this section. 

(b) Single ownership farms. When a 
part of a single ownership farm is ac¬ 
quired for nonfarming purposes by any 
Federal, State, or other agency having 
the right of eminent domain, the farm 
shall not be reconstituted and the farm 
allotments, history acreages, soil bank 
base acreages, and feed grain bases 
shall not be redetermined if the acreage 
of cropland which was or could have 
been acquired under the right of emi- 
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nent domain represents less than 15 
percent of the total cropland on the 
farm and such land is removed from 
agricultural production. 

3. Paragraph (b) (1) of § 719.7 of the 
regulations is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 719.7 Reconstitution of farm allot- 
incuts, history acreages, and farm 
bases. 

• • • * * 

(b) Effective date of reconstitu¬ 
tions. • * • 

(1) Allotment crons. The reconstitu¬ 
tion shall be effective for an allotment 
crop for the current program year if 
such reconstitution is completed before 
such crop is planted and for farms hav¬ 
ing both fall seeded and spring seeded 
allotment crops (including feed grain 
base) may be made effective for the cur¬ 
rent program year even though the fall 
seeded crop has been planted, if the 
county committee determines that no ad¬ 
verse effect to the program for the allot¬ 
ment crop involved will result from such 
reconstitution and the farm operator 
agrees by signing a request for the 
reconstitution. 

• • • • # 

4. Paragraph (j) of § 719.8 of the regu¬ 
lations is amended to read as follows: 

§ 719.8 Rules for determining allot¬ 
ments and bases where reconstitution 
is made by division. 

* * * • * 

(j) Allocation of allotments other 
than hurley tobacco by land owner. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this part, except for division of allot¬ 
ments by the estate method under para¬ 
graph (e) of this section, if the owner¬ 
ship of a tract of land is transferred from 
a parent farm and the land was not or 
could not have been acquired under the 
right of eminent domain, the county com¬ 
mittee shall divide the allotments for 
the parent farm for all commodities, ex¬ 
cept burley tobacco (and except feed 
grain bases), between the remaining part 
of the parent farm and the tract of land 
being transferred in the manner desig¬ 
nated by the owner of the parent farm 
subject to the conditions set forth in this 
paragraph. If the county committee de¬ 
termines that the allotments cannot be 
divided in the manner designated by the 
owner because of the conditions set forth 
in tliis paragraph, the owner shall be 
notified and permitted to revise the des¬ 
ignation of allotments so as to meet the 
conditions set forth in this paragraph. 
If the owner does not furnish a revised 
designation of allotments within a rea¬ 
sonable time after such notification or 
if any revised designation of allotments 
does not meet the conditions set forth in 
this paragraph, the rules in paragraphs 
(a) through (i) of this section shall be 
applied to constitute the farms. In ap¬ 
plying the provisions of this paragraph, 
if a parent farm is composed of tracts 


under separate ownership, each sep¬ 
arately owned tract being transferred 
in part shall be considered as a separate 
farm and shall be constituted separately 
from the parent farm using the rules in 
paragraphs (a) through (i) of this sec¬ 
tion. as applicable, for dividing the allot¬ 
ments prior to application of the provi¬ 
sions of this paragraph. 

(1) The amount of a commodity allot¬ 
ment (i) designated for a tract of land 
for which the ownership is being trans¬ 
ferred from a parent farm, or (ii) re¬ 
maining on a parent farm after transfer 
of ownership of one or more tracts by 
the owner of the parent farm shall not be 
larger than that amount of commodity 
allotment which is comparable to allot¬ 
ments for such commodity established 
for similar farms in the same area hav¬ 
ing allotments of such commodity taking 
into consideration (a) the land, labor, 
and equipment available for the produc¬ 
tion of the commodity, (b) crop rotation 
practices, and (c) the soil and other 
physical facors affecting the production 
of the commodity. 

(2) The sum of the allotments and 
bases divided among the tracts shall not 
exceed the allotments and bases for the 
parent farm. 

(3) The sum of the allotments and 
bases allocated to an individual tract 
shall not exceed the cropland in such 
tract, or such lesser acreage as the county 
committee determines is consistent with 
good land use practices. 

(4) Provisions of this paragraph shall 
not be applicable where the land is sub¬ 
ject to a deed of trust, lien, or mortgage 
unless the holder of the deed of trust, 
mortgagee, or lien holder agree to the 
division of allotments. 

(5) Where the upland cotton allot¬ 
ment designated by the farm owner un¬ 
der this paragraph would otherwise be 
increased to a minimum farm acreage 
allotment under section 344(f) (1) of the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938 as 
amended, the upland cotton allotment so 
designated for the tract divided from the 
parent farm and so designated for the 
parent farm shall not be increased under 
such minimum allotment provisions and 
the designated allotment shall be used as 
the minimum allotment. 

(Secs. 375, 379, 52 Stat. 66. as amended, 79 
Stat. 1211, 7 U.S.C. 1375. 1379; sec. 124, 70 
Stat. 198, 7 U.S.C. 1812; secs. 16(b), 74 Stat. 
1030, 16(c), 75 Stat. 5, 16(d). 75 Stat. 302, 
105(c), 75 Stat. 301, 16(h), 77 Stat. 45, 16 
U.S.C. 590p) 

Effective date. Date of filing this doc¬ 
ument with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 20, 1966. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator , Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

(FJEt. Doc. 60-1100; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:47 a.m.) 
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PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, MARYLAND 
CIGAR-BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), 
CIGAR FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 
42, 43, 44, 53, 54, AND 55) AND 
MARYLAND TOBACCO 

Subpart—(1) Proclamation of a Na¬ 
tional Marketing Quota for Mary¬ 
land Tobacco for Each of the 3 Mar¬ 
keting Years Beginning October 1, 
1966, October 1, 1967, and October 
1, 1968; and (2) Announcement and 
Apportionment of the National 
Marketing Quota for Maryland To¬ 
bacco for the 1966-67 Marketing 
Year 

§ 721.35f Basis and purpose. 

(a) Sections 724.35f. and 724.35g are 
Issued (1) to proclaim a national mar¬ 
keting quota for Maryland tobacco for 
each of the 3 marketing years beginning 
October 1, 1966, October 1, 1967. and 
October 1, 1968, (2) to determine the re¬ 
serve supply level and the total supply 
of Maryland tobacco for the marketing 
year beginning October 1, 1965; (3) to 
announce the amount of the national 
marketing quota for Maryland tobacco 
for the marketing year beginning Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1966; and (4) to apportion the 
national marketing quota for Maryland 
tobacco for the 1966-67 marketing year 
among the several States. The determi¬ 
nations contained in § 724.35g have been 
made on the basis of the latest available 
statistics of the Federal Government, 
and after due consideration of data, 
views, and recommendations received 
from Maryland tobacco producers and 
others as provided in a notice (30 F.R. 
13233) given in accordance with the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
1003). 

(b) Since the Act requires the holding 
of a referendum of Maryland tobacco 
producers within 30 days after issuance 
of the proclamation of a national mar¬ 
keting quota to determine whether such 
producers favor quotas, and since to¬ 
bacco farmers are now making prepara¬ 
tions for 1966 production of Maryland 
tobacco and need to know, at the earliest 
possible date, the 1966 Maryland tobacco 
allotments for their farms, it is hereby 
found that compliance with the 30-day 
effective date provision of the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act is impracticable 
and contrary to the public interest. 
Therefore, the proclamation, and the an¬ 
nouncement and apportionment of the 
national marketing quota for Maryland 
tobacco for the 1966-67 marketing year, 
contained herein, shall become effective 
upon the date of filing with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 


1, 1966 
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§ 724.35g Proclamation of a national 
marketing quota for Maryland to¬ 
bacco for each of the 3 market¬ 
ing years beginning October 1, 1966, 
October 1, 1967, and October 1, 
1968; and determinations and an¬ 
nouncement with respect to the na¬ 
tional marketing quota for Maryland 
tobacco for the marketing year begin¬ 
ning October 1, 1966. 

(a) Proclamation. Since the 1965-66 
marketing year is the last of 3 consecu¬ 
tive years for which marketing quotas 
previously proclaimed will be in effect on 
Maryland tobacco, a national marketing 
quota for Maryland tobacco for each of 
the 3 marketing years beginning Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1966, October 1. 1967. and Octo¬ 
ber 1, 1968 is hereby proclaimed. 

(b) Reserve supply level. 1 The reserve 
supply level for Maryland tobacco is 
109.8 million pounds, calculated, as pro¬ 
vided in the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938. as amended (7 U.S.C. 1281 
et seq., hereinafter referred to as the 
Act, from a normal year’s domestic con¬ 
sumption of 29.0 million pounds and a 
normal year’s exports of 15.0 million 
pounds. 

(c) Total supply} The total supply of 
Maryland tobacco for the marketing 
year beginning October 1, 1965, is 126.8 
million pounds, consisting of carryover 
of 90.0 million pounds and estimated 1965 
production of 36.8 million pounds. 

(d) Carryover. 1 The estimated carry¬ 
over of Maryland tobacco for the 1966-67 
marketing year calculated in accordance 
with the Act, is 81.5 million pounds. 

(e) National marketing quota. 1 The 
amount of Maryland tobacco which will 
make available during the marketing 
year beginning October 1. 1966, a supply 
of Maryland tobacco equal to the reserve 
supply level of such tobacco is 28.3 mil¬ 
lion pounds, and a national marketing 
quota of such amount is hereby an¬ 
nounced. It is determined, however, 
that a national marketing quota in the 
amount of 28.3 million pounds would re¬ 
sult in undue restriction of marketings 
during the 1966-67 marketing year and 
such amount is hereby increased by 20 
percent. Therefore, the amount of the 
national marketing quota for Maryland 
tobacco in terms of the total quantity 
of such tobacco which may be marketed 
during the marketing year beginning 
October 1, 1966, is 34.0 million pounds. 

(f) Apportionment of the quota. The 
national marketing quota is hereby ap¬ 
portioned among the several States pur¬ 
suant to section 313(a) of the Act and 
converted into State acreage allotments 
in accordance with section 313(g) of the 
Act as follows: 


i Rounded to the nearest tenth of a million 
pounds. 


State 

Acreago 

allotment 

Rescrvo • 

__.... 

0.06 

0.00 

Maryland__ 

33,044.35 

30.38 

Virginia __ 

11.15 

0.02 

Reserve *_ -_-ii _ 

82.85 

__ _ _ 




* Acreage reserved for establishing allotments for now 

a The acreage included in the State acreage allotment 
available pursuant to section 734.57 of the regulations 
governing determination of tobacco farm acreage allot¬ 
ments (27 F.R. 8037; 28 F.R. 9144; 29 F.R. 1315; 30 F.R. 
823) in each State for use in making corrections, adjust¬ 
ments in old farm allotments that are relatively smaller 
than those for similar farms, and In determining allot¬ 
ments for overlooked old farms. 

(Secs. 301, 312, 313, 375, 52 Stat. 38, as 
amended; 46, as amended; 47. as amended; 
66, as amended; 7 U.S.C.) 1301, 1312, 1313, 
1375) 

Effective date. Date of filing this doc¬ 
ument with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 27, 1966. 

John A. Schnittker, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1101; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 
8:47 a.m.| 
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PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR- 
BINDER (TYPES 51 and 52), CIGAR- 
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 
44, 53, 54, AND 55), AND MARY¬ 
LAND TOBACCO 

Supbpart—Tobacco Allotment and 
Marketing Quota Regulations, 
1963-64 and Subsequent Market¬ 
ing Years 

1966 National Acreage and Yield 
Factors for Flue-Cured Tobacco 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
Is issued pursuant to and in accordance 
with the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938 (7 U.S.C. 1281 et seq.). as 
amended, particularly by Public Law 
89-12. approved April 16. 1965 (7 U.S.C. 
1314c) 

Section 317(a) (4) of the Act. as added 
by Public Law 89-12, provides for the de¬ 
termination of the farm acreage allot¬ 
ment for an old tobacco farm by apply¬ 
ing a factor to the farm acreage allot¬ 
ment for the immediately preceding year, 
prior to any increase or decrease in the 
allotment due to undermarketings or 
overmarketings and prior to any reduc¬ 
tion under section 317(f), so that the 
total of all old farm allotments is equal 
to the national acreage allotment less the 
reserve provided in section 317(e) for 
correction of errors, adjusting inequities, 
and for new farms, with a further down¬ 
ward or upward adjustment to reflect 


any reduction required under section 
317(f), and including any adjustment for 
errors or inequities from the reserve. 
Such factor has been designated as the 
“national acreage factor”. For 1966 the 
national acreage factor for flue-cured 
tobacco has been determined by dividing 
the total of all 1965 farm acreage allot¬ 
ments for all 1966 old farm flue-cured 
tobacco allotments (prior to any in¬ 
creases or decreases due to undermarket¬ 
ings or overmarketings and prior to any 
reductions pursuant to section 317(f)), 
which is equal to 606,600.20 acres, by the 
1966 national acreage allotment for flue- 
cured tobacco (i.e., 607,335.49 acres) less 
the 1966 reserve for correction of errors, 
adjustments for inequities, and for new 
farms (i.e., 735.29 acres). This computa¬ 
tion results in a 1966 national acreage 
factor for flue-cured tobacco of 1.00. 

Section 317(a) (7) of the Act. as added 
by Public Law 89-12, provides for the de¬ 
termination of the farm yield of tobacco 
through the use of a “national yield 
factor”, which shall be obtained by di¬ 
viding the national average yield goal by 
a weighted national average yield com¬ 
puted by multiplying the preliminary 
farm yield for each farm by the acreage 
allotment determined for the farm prior 
to adjustments for overmarketing, under¬ 
marketing, or reductions required under 
section 317(f) of the Act and dividing 
the sum of the products by the national 
acreage allotment. The 1966 “national 
yield factor” for flue-cured tobacco of 
0.9401 was determined by dividing the 
national average yield goal of 1,854 
pounds by a weighted national average 
yield of 1,972 pounds, which was com¬ 
puted by multiplying the preliminary 
farm yield for 1965 farm allotments for 
1966 old farms by the acreage allotment 
determined for the farm prior to adjust¬ 
ments for overmarketing, undermarket¬ 
ing. or reductions required under section 
317(f) of the Act and dividing the sum 
of the products by the 1966 national 
acreage allotment of 607,335.49 acres. 

Section 724.69(a) of the regulations in 
this subpart provides for the publication 
of the national acreage factor, the na¬ 
tional yield factor and the amount of 
acreage reserved for the correction of er¬ 
rors in farm acreage allotments and for 
adjusting inequities in such allotments 
and the amount of acreage reserved for 
new farms. Such data for flue-cured to¬ 
bacco for 1966, except for the national 
acreage factor and the national yield 
factor, were published in the Federal 
Register of November 24, 1965 (30 F.R. 
14591). 

This amendment adds a new paragraph 
(v) to § 724.69 to announce the national 
acreage factor and the national yield 
factor for the 1966 crop of flue-cured to¬ 
bacco. Since the national acreage and 
the national yield factors were deter¬ 
mined by mathematical calculation, it 
is hereby found and determined that 
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compliance with the notice and public 
procedure requirements of section 4 of 
the Administrative Procedure Act (5 
U.S.C. 1003) is unnecessary and contrary 
to the public interest, and the amend¬ 
ment contained herein shall be effective 
upon filing of this document with the Di¬ 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 

§ 724.69 Establishment of acreage- 
poundage quotas for flue-cured to¬ 
bacco for 1966 and subsequent crop 
years. 

♦ • • * * 

A new paragraph (v) 1s added to read 
as follows: 

(v) National acreage factor and na¬ 
tional yield factor . For the 1966 crop of 
flue-cured tobacco, the national acreage 
factor is 1.00 and the national yield 
factor is 0.9401. 

(Secs. 317. 375, 79 Stat. 66. 52 Stat. 66, as 
amended; 7 U.S.C. 1314c, 1375) 

Effective date. Date of filing this doc¬ 
ument with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 27, 1966. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

(PR. Doc. 66-1102; Filed, Jan. 31, 1986; 

8:47 a.m.J 


(Arndt. 7] 

PART 730—RICE 

Subpart—Regulations for Determina¬ 
tion of Acreage Allotments for 1964 

and Subsequent Crops of Rice 

Determination of Allotments 
for Old Farms 

The amendment herein is issued under 
and in accordance with the provisions of 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, 
as amended. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
provide a cross reference to regulations 
pertaining to exchange of cotton and 
rice farm allotments provide'd in Part 
722 of this chapter, cotton, as amended 
(30 F.R. 15568). 

Since the only purpose of this amend¬ 
ment is to provide a cross reference to 
regulations which are currently in ef¬ 
fect, it is hereby found and determined 
that compliance with the notice, public 
procedure, and effective date provisions 
of section 4 of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1003) is unneces¬ 
sary. Accordingly, this amendment 
shall become effective as provided herein. 

Section 730.1528 is amended by add¬ 
ing at the end thereof a new paragraph 
(d) to read: 

§ 730.1528 Determination of allotments 
for old farms. 

• • • ♦ * 

(d) The allotment determined for any 
farm under paragraph (a), (b), or (c) 
of this section may be exchanged for 
cotton allotment as provided in Part 722 


of this chapter, cotton, as amended (30 
Fit. 15568). 

(Secs. 353. 375, 52 Stat. 61, as amended, 66, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1353, 1375) 

Effective date. Date of publication in 
the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
January 27, 1966. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator, Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

(FR. Doc. 66-1103; Filed Jan. 31, 1966; 
8:47 a.mj 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Nuts), 
Department of Agriculture 

(971.308, Arndt. 31 

PART 971—LETTUCE GROWN IN 
LOWER RIO GRANDE VALLEY OF 
SOUTH TEXAS 

Limitation of Shipments 

Findings, (a) Pursuant to Marketing 
Agreement No. 144 and Order No. 971 (7 
CFR Part 971), regulating the handling 
of lettuce grown in the Lower Rio Grande 
Valley in South Texas (Cameron, Hidal¬ 
go, Starr and Willacy Counties), effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, 
as amended; 7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and 
upon the basis of the recommendation 
and information submitted by the South 
Texas Lettuce Committee, established 
pursuant to said marketing agreement 
and order, and upon other available in¬ 
formation, it is hereby found that the 
amendment to the limitation of ship¬ 
ments hereinafter set forth will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 

(b) It is hereby found that it is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, or en¬ 
gage in public rule making procedure, 
and that good cause exists for not post¬ 
poning the effective date of this amend¬ 
ment until 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register (5 U.S.C. 1003) in 
that (1) the time intervening between the 
date when information upon which this 
amendment is based became available 
and the time when this amendment must 
become effective in order to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act is insufficient, 
(2) compliance with this amendment wili 
not require any special preparation on 
the part of handlers, (3) information re¬ 
garding the committee’s recommendation 
has been made available to producers and 
handlers in the production area, and (4) 
this amendment relieves restrictions on 
the handling of lettuce grown in the pro¬ 
duction area. 

Order, as amended. In § 971.308 <30 
F.R. 13935; 15655; 16256; 31 FJt. 557), 
delete the provisions of paragraph (a). 
Grade, and paragraph (a) is, therefore, 
reserved. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C 
601-674). 


Effective date. Dated January 28, 
1966, to become effective January 30. 
1966. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director , Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1189; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 
10:00 a.m.) 

Title 16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapfer I—Federal Trade Commission 

PART 15—ADMINISTRATIVE 
OPINIONS AND RULINGS 

Discount-Buying Membership 
Organization 

§ 15.13 Discount-buying membership 
organization. 

(a) A Federal Trade Commission ad¬ 
visory opinion informed a promoter that 
there were no actionable trade restraints 
inherent in his proposed plan. 

(b) As explained by the promoter, the 
plan involved the formation of a mem¬ 
bership organization. Membership, 
available at an annual fee to the general 
public without restriction, confers the 
right to purchase at a stated discount 
from the prevailing prices of retail mer¬ 
chants. Local retailers can participate 
in the plan without restriction. 

(c) The Commission pointed out that 
its approval was limited to the proposed 
plan itself and no views were expressed 
as to the plan’s implementation. With¬ 
out imputing any lack of good faith to 
the requesting party, the Commission 
noted that if, for example, members of 
the purchasing public were misled or de¬ 
ceived, or could be misled or deceived, as 
to benefits available under the plan, such 
result might be actionable. 

(38 Stat. 717, as amended: 15 U.S.C. 41-58) 
Issued: January 31, 1966. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Tseal] Joseph W. Shea, 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1104; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966: 
8:47 a.m.J 

Title 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 

Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

PART 166—DEPRESSANT AND STIM¬ 
ULANT DRUGS; DEFINITIONS, PRO¬ 
CEDURAL AND INTERPRETATIVE 
REGULATIONS 

Listing of Drugs Defined in Section 
201 (v) of the Act 

Correction 

In F.R. Doc. 66-994, appearing at page 
1071 of the issue for Thursday, January 
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27, 1966, the following corrections are 
made in the tabular matter of § 166.3: 

1. The seventh entry should begin with 
the letters "Dextro” instead of "Detro”. 

2. In the eighth entry, "sulfate” 
should read "tannate”. 


Title 46—SHIPPING 

Chapter II—Maritime Administration, 
Department of Commerce 
SUBCHAPTER G—EMERGENCY OPERATIONS 

[General Order 82.14th Rev.[ 

PART 309—VALUES FOR WAR 
RISK INSURANCE 

Part 309 is hereby revised by changing 
the existing text to read as set forth 
below: 

Findings and Scope 

Sec. 

309.1 Findings. 

309.2 Scope. 

Basic Values 

309.3 Vessels built during or after 1939. 

309.4 Vessels built prior to 1939. 

General Provisions 

309.5 Adjustments for condition, equip¬ 

ment, and other considerations. 

309.6 Definitions. 

309.7 Modifications. 

309.8 Vessel data forms. 

Values for Individual Vessels 
309.101 Determination of values. 

Authority: The regulations in this Part 
309 issued under sec. 204. 49 Stat. 1987, as 
amended, sec. 1209, 64 Stat. 775, as amended. 
70 Stat. 984: 40 U.S.C. 1114, 1289. 

Findings and Scope 
§ 309.1 Findings. 

The Ship Valuation Committee, Mari¬ 
time Administration, has found that the 
values provided in this part constitute 
just compensation for the vessels to 
which they apply, computed in accord¬ 
ance with subsection 902(a) of the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended (46 
U.S.C. 1242), pursuant to section 1209(a), 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended 
(46 U.S.C. 1289(a)). Public Law 958, 84th 
Congress, and the authority delegated to 
the Maritime Administrator by the Sec¬ 
retary of Commerce in section 3 of De¬ 
partment Order No. 117 (Revised) (27 
F.R. 3637, April 17,1962) and redelegated 
to the Ship Valuation Committee (28 F.R, 
12330, November 21, 1963). 

§ 309.2 Scope. 

(a) Vessels included. This part estab¬ 
lishes values for self-propelled ocean¬ 
going iron and steel vessels (other than 
vessels excluded pursuant to paragraph 
(b) of this section) for which war risk 
insurance is provided by the Maritime 
Administration pursuant to Title XII, 
Merchant Marine Act. 1936, as amended 
(46 U.S.C. 1281-1294), Public Law 763, 
81st Congress, Public Law 209, 84th Con¬ 
gress, Public Law 958, 84th Congress. 
The values established by this part rep¬ 
resent the maximum amounts for which 
the Maritime Administration will pro¬ 
vide war risk hull insurance for damage 


to or actual or constructive total loss of 
the vessel and for w y hich claims for dam¬ 
age to or actual or constructive total loss 
of such insured vessels may be adjusted, 
compromised, settled, adjudged or paid 
by the Maritime Administration with re¬ 
spect to insurance attaching during the 
period January 1, 1966, to June 30, 1966, 
inclusive, under the standard forms of 
war risk hull insurance interim binder or 
policy prescribed by §§ 308.106 and 
308.107 of this chapter (General Order 
75, 2d Rev., as amended): Provided 
however , That if there is a substantial 
change in market values during said 
period, the Maritime Administration re¬ 
serves the right to revise the values pro¬ 
vided for herein or determined pursuant 
hereto at any time during said period. 

(b) Vessels excluded. The values es¬ 
tablished pursuant to §§ 309.3 through 
309.5 do not apply to construction sub¬ 
sidized vessels, passenger vessels, lumber 
schooners, car ferries, seatrains, cable 
ships, bulk cement and ore carriers, ves¬ 
sels operated on the Great Lakes and in¬ 
land waterways, fully refrigerated ves¬ 
sels, vessels of less than 1,500 gross tons, 
or any other vessels or class of vessels 
to which the Maritime Administration 
finds that the provisions of said sections 
would not be appropriate. Values for 
vessels excluded by this paragraph (b) 
shall be specifically determined by the 
Maritime Administration and set forth 
in § 309.101, revised, as provided therein. 

(c) Fuel, stores , and supplies. Values 
for fuel, stores, and supplies shall be de¬ 
termined in accordance with §§ 309.201 
through 309.204 (General Order 100, 29 
F.R. 2944, March 4. 1964). 

Basic Values 

§ 309.3 Vessels built during or after 
1939. 

(a) Basic values. The values of ves¬ 
sels built during or after 1939 shall be 
determined in accordance with this sec¬ 
tion, subject to the applicable adjust¬ 
ments provided in § 309.5. 

(b) War •built vessels. (1) The values 
of the standard types of war-built vessels 
under United States flag listed in this 
subparagraph (1) which have the lawful 
right to engage in the coastwise trade of 
the United States (which are the current 
domestic market values of such vessels 
as determined by the Ship Valuation 
Committee) are as follows: 


Standard-type vessel Value 

EC2-S-C1 . $275.000 

EC2-S-AW1 . 260.000 

VC2-S-AP2... 525.000 

C1-M-AV1 ____ 250, 000 

Cl-A and B (Steam).. 365,000 

Cl-A and B (Diesel).. 340.000 

C2-S-B1 ... 555. 000 

C3-S-A2 . 1,000.000 

C4-S-B5. 1,350,000 

Tl-M-BT..... 245. 000 

T2-SE-A1 .. 555, 000 

T3-S-A1 . 545.000 

T3-S-BZ1___ 975. 000 


(2) The values of the standard types 
of war-built vessels under United States 
flag listed in this subparagraph (2) 
which do not have the lawful right to 
engage in the coastwise trade of the 


United States (which are the current do¬ 
mestic market values of such vessels as 
determined by the Ship Valuation Com¬ 
mittee) are as follows: 


Standard-type vessel Value 

EC2—S-C1 .$255,000 

VC2-S-AP2 ___ 465. 000 

T2-SE-A1 _ 325.000 

T3-S-A1 .... 310, 000 


(3) The values of the standard types 
of war-built vessels under foreign flag 
listed in this subparagraph (3) (which 
are the lower of (i) the restricted world 
market values, or (ii) the domestic mar¬ 
ket values of comparable United States 
flag vessels which do not have the lawful 
right to engage in the coastwise trade of 
the United States, as determined by the 
Ship Valuation Committee) are as fol¬ 
lows: 


Standard-type vessel Value 

T2-SE-A1 —_ $325,000 

T3-S-A1,. 310.000 


(4) The values of the standard sub- 
types of war-built vessels listed in this 
subparagraph (4) shall be determined as 
follows: 

(1) If the subtype vessel is under 
United States flag and has the lawful 
right to engage in the coastwise trade of 
the United States, by multiplying the 
basic value of the standard-type vessel 
listed in subparagraph (1) of this para¬ 
graph by the factor shown opposite the 
subtype in the table set forth in this 
subparagraph (4), or 

(ii) If the subtype vessel is under 
United States flag but does not have the 
lawful right to engage in the coastwise 
trade of the United States, by multiply¬ 
ing the basic value of the standard-type 
vessel listed in subparagraph (2) of this 
paragraph by the factor shown opposite 
the subtype in the table set forth in the 
subparagraph (4). or 

Oil) If the subtype vessel is under 
foreign flag, by multiplying the basic 
value of the standard-type vessel listed 
in subparagraph (3) of this paragraph by 
the factor shown opposite the subtype in 
the table set forth in this subparagraph 
(4). 


Subtype 
VC2-S-AP3 
C2-S-A1 
C2-S-AJ1 . 
C2-S-AJ2 . 
C2-S-AJ3 . 
C2-S-AJ5 _ 
C2-S-E1 

C2-S -. 

C3-S-A1 
C3-S-A3 — 
C3-S-A4 — 
C3-S-A5 .. 

C3-E. 

C3—S—BHI 

C3-S-BH2 

C4-S-A4 — 

T1-M-BT1 

T1-M-BT2 

T3-M-AZ1 

T3-S-BF1 . 


Percent—Factor 

- 113—VC-S-AP2 

- 80—C2-S-B1 

- 100—C2-S-B1 
_ 105—C2-S-B1 

- 100—C2-S-B1 
. 103—C2-S-B1 

- 102—C2-S-B1 
. 100—C2-S-B1 

- 100—C3-S-A2 

- 76—C3-S-A2 
_ 106—C3-S-A2 
. 106—C3-S-A2 

- 70—C3-S-A2 
. 100—C3-S-A2 
. 104—C3-S-A2 

- 100—C4-S-B5 
. 100—Tl-M-BT 
_ 100—Tl-M-BT 
_ 105—T3-S-A1 

_ 130—T3-S-A1 


(c) Other vessels. The value of a ves¬ 
sel built during- or after 1939 which is not 
included in paragraph (b) of this section 
shall be the current domestic market 
value as determined by the Maritime Ad¬ 
ministration. 
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§ 309.4 Vessels built prior to 1939. 

The values of vessels built prior to 1939 
shall be specifically determined by the 
Maritime Administration and set forth in 
§ 309.101. 

General Provisions 

§309.5 Adjustments for condition, 
equipment and other considerations. 

The basic values provided in § 309.3 
shall be adjusted for individual vessels 
to the extent provided in paragraphs (a) 
to (c) of this section. 

(a) Adjustment for a vessel of sub¬ 
standard condition. If the Maritime 
Administration determines that a vessel 
is not in class or is in substandard condi¬ 
tion for a vessel of her type or subtype 
and age, there will be subtracted from 
the basic value of such vessel, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to § 309.3, the amount 
estimated by the Maritime Administra¬ 
tion as the cost of putting the vessel in 
class or the amount estimated by the 
Maritime Administration as the differ¬ 
ence in value of the substandard vessel 
and a vessel in standard condition. 

(b) Special equipment. For any spe¬ 
cial equipment of material utility in the 
handling of cargo or utilization of the 
vessel, not otherwise included in de¬ 
termining the basic value pursuant to 
§ 309.3, if the depreciated reproduction 
cost less construction subsidy, if any, of 
all such special equipment is in excess of 
$50,000.00, an allowance in such amount 
as the Maritime Administration shall de¬ 
termine to be the fair and reasonable 
value of such equipment less construc¬ 
tion-differential subsidy thereon, shall 
be added to the basic value. 

(c) Government installations. The 
values provided by this part shall not 
include any allowance for any special in¬ 
stallations or equipment to the extent 
that their cost was borne by the United 
States. 

§ 309.6 Definitions. 

(a) Date vessel is built. The date a 
vessel is built is the date upon which the 
vessel is delivered by the shipbuilder. 

(b) Deadweight tonnage. The dead¬ 
weight tonnage of a vessel means her 
deadweight capacity established in ac¬ 
cordance with normal Summer Free¬ 
board as assigned pursuant to the Inter¬ 
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national Load Line Convention, 1930, 
and shall be her capacity (in tons of 
2,240 pounds) for cargo, fuel, fresh 
water, spare parts and stores, but ex¬ 
clusive of permanent ballast. 

(c) Speed of vessel. The speed of a 
vessel means the speed determined in 
accordance with the formulae provided 
in Part 246 of this chapter (General Or¬ 
der 43, 3d Rev.). 

(d) Passenger vessel. A passenger 
vessel is a ship which carries more than 
12 passengers. 

(e) Construction subsidized vessel. A 
construction subsidized vessel is a vessel 
built, reconstructed, or reconditioned 
with the aid of a construction-differen¬ 
tial subsidy under Title V of the Mer¬ 
chant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, or 
a vessel sold by the United States which 
is subject by operation of law or contract 
to the provisions of section 802 of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended. 

(f) Vessel. The stated valuation of a 
vessel in this order applies to a vessel in 
Class A-l American Bureau of Shipping 
or equivalent, with all required certifi¬ 
cates, including but not limited to marine 
inspection certificates of the Coast 
Guard, Treasury Department, with all 
outstanding requirements and recom¬ 
mendations necessary for retention of 
class accomplished, without regard to 
any grace period; and so far as due dili¬ 
gence can make her so, tight, staunch, 
strong and well and sufficiently tackled, 
appareled, furnished and equipped, and 
in every respect seaworthy and in good 
running condition and repair, with clean 
swept holds and in all respects fit for 
service. A vessel in substandard condi¬ 
tion is subject to § 309.5(a). The stated 
valuation of a vessel provided in this 
order does not include vessel stores and 
supplies, which consist of (1) Con¬ 
sumable Stores. (2) Subsistence Stores, 
(3) Slop Chest, (4) Bar Stock, and (5) 
Fuel, as defined in Maritime Administra¬ 
tion Inventory Manual, Vessel Inven¬ 
tories, Part I, and Maritime Administra¬ 
tion Inventory Books, Forms MA-4736, 
A through K, which will be valued 
separately. 

§ 309.7 Modifications. 

The Maritime Administration reserves 
the right to exempt specific vessels from 
the scope of this part, or to amend, 
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modify, or terminate the provisions 
hereof. 

§ 309.8 Vessel data forms. 

(a) To accompany application for in¬ 
surance. Each application for w f ar risk 
hull insurance submitted in accordance 
with § 308.101 of this chapter (General 
Order 75, 2d Revision, as amended) shall 
be accompanied by information relating 
to the vessel for use by the Maritime Ad¬ 
ministration in determining the value 
pursuant to this part. The information 
shall be submitted in duplicate on the 
applicable form prescribed in this sec¬ 
tion, copies of which may be obtained 
from the American War Risk Agency, 99 
John Street. New York, N.Y., 10038, or 
the Chief, Division of Insurance, Mari¬ 
time Administration, Washington, D.C., 
20235. 

(b) Vessels of 1,500 gross tons or more. 
Vessel data for all vessels of 1,500 gross 
tons or more shall be submitted on form 
MA-510. 

(c) Vessels under 1,500 gross tons . 
Vessel data for all vessels under 1,500 
gross tons shall be submitted on form 
MA-511. 

(d) Modification to vessels . Revised 
vessel data shall be submitted on the ap¬ 
propriate form prescribed above when¬ 
ever a vessel undergoes a physical change 
which increases or decreases its value by 
5 percent or more. 

Values for Individual Vessels 
§ 309.101 Determination of values. 

Values heretofore prescribed in this 
section shall have no application on and 
after January 1, 1966. New values ef¬ 
fective as of January 1, 1966, will be de¬ 
termined by the Maritime Administra¬ 
tion pursuant to §§ 309.3 through 309.5 
and published as a revision of this 
section. 

Note: The record-keeping and reporting 
requirements contained herein have been 
approved by the Bureau of the Budget in 
accordance with the Federal Reports Act 
of 1942. 

Dated: January 26, 1966. 

L. C. Hoffmann, 

Chairman, Ship Valuation Committee. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1079; Filed. Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:45 am.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 1068 1 

[Docket No. AO-178-A151 

MILK IN MINNEAPOUS-ST. PAUL 
MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 

Tentative Marketing Agreement 

and to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hearing 
was held at Minneapolis, Minn., on July 
21-23, 1965, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on June 22. 1965 (30 F.R. 8227). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, Reg¬ 
ulatory Programs, on December 10, 1965 
(30 F.R. 15470, F.R. Doc. 65-13433), filed 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, his recommended decision 
containing notice of the opportunity to 
file written exceptions thereto. No ex¬ 
ceptions were filed. 

The material issues, findings and con¬ 
clusions, rulings, and general findings of 
the recommended decision (30 F.R. 
15470; F.R. Doc. 65-13433) are hereby 
approved and adopted and are set forth 
in full herein. 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. Expansion of the marketing area; 

2. Pool plant requirements; 

3. Classification and pricing of milk 
used to produce cottage cheese; 

4. Transfers; 

5. Class I pricing; 

6. Location adjustments; 

7. Butterfat differentials and butter- 
fat allowance in fluid skim milk; 

8. Deletion of the base and excess 
plan; and 

9. Administrative changes. 

Issue 5 was considered in a separate 
decision. The remaining issues are con¬ 
sidered herein. 

Findings and conclusions . The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Expansion of the marketing area. 
The marketing area should not be ex¬ 
panded. 

A group of proprietary handlers pro¬ 
posed that the Minneapolis-St. Paul 
marketing area be expanded to include 
the presently unregulated portions of 


Hennepin County, Dakota County, 
Washington Comity, and the part of 
Anoka County south of a line extending 
due west from the northwest corner of 
Washington County, all in the State of 
Minnesota. 

In support of the proposal to expand 
the marketing area, handler witnesses 
stressed the need for assuring that all 
handlers selling in the communities ad¬ 
jacent to the present marketing area 
purchase milk on the same basis as fully 
regulated handlers. The record, how¬ 
ever, contains no information on the 
prices paid for milk by unregulated han¬ 
dlers. Neither does it indicate whether 
their milk is customarily purchased at a 
flat price or on a classified pricing 
system. 

The proponent handlers claimed to 
dispose of 71 percent of the Class I sales 
within the marketing area. The remain¬ 
ing 29 percent is disposed of by handlers 
who did not support the expansion of 
the marketing area. Proponents esti¬ 
mated that their proportion of the sales 
of regulated milk in the proposed area 
would be about the same. 

They did not know, however, what per¬ 
centage of the Class I sales in the pro¬ 
posed area were made by regulated han¬ 
dlers. This information is lacking both 
for the proposed area as a whole and 
for the individual communities contained 
therein. Likewise, the record contains 
only sketchy information concerning the 
unregulated handlers selling in the pro¬ 
posed area. From the evidence it is im¬ 
possible to determine either the total 
volume or percentage of Class I sales 
disposed of by unregulated handlers. 
With respect to the individual unregu¬ 
lated plants known to be disposing of 
milk in the proposed area, in most cases 
it is impossible to estimate whether such 
plants would be subject to full regulation 
if the area were expanded. 

Unregulated handlers who appeared in 
opposition to the proposal alleged that 
if disorderly marketing conditions did 
exist in some parts of the proposed area, 
these resulted from the price-cutting 
tactics of regulated handlers who were 
attempting to expand their distribution 
areas into localities served by the unreg¬ 
ulated handlers. 

The largest cooperative association in 
the market did not support the proposal. 
Another cooperative which operates both 
regulated plants and an unregulated 
plant which would become subject to 
partial regulation under the proposal, 
opposed expansion of the marketing area. 
Its representative testified that there are 
no disorderly marketing conditions in the 
proposed area. 

The present record affords no basis 
for adding to the marketing area any 
portion of the proposed territory. 

2. Pool plant requirements. The per¬ 
centage of total Grade A receipts which 
a plant processing or packaging milk 


must dispose of for Class I purposes to 
qualify as a pool plant should be reduced. 

The order presently provides that for 
a plant processing or packaging milk to 
qualify as a pool plant, 4C percent of its 
total Grade A receipts must be disposed 
of as Class I milk during each of the 
months of January through June and 60 
percent during each of the months of 
July through December. These percent¬ 
ages should be changed to 30 percent and 
50 percent, respectively. This reduction 
was proposed by the Farmers Cooperative 
Creamery Co. There was no opposition 
to this proposal. 

The proposal is intended to insure pool 
status for a distributing plant located in 
St. Paul. This plant has been a major 
handler on the market continuously dur¬ 
ing the entire period of regulation. In 
addition to its fluid milk distribution 
business, this handler is engaged in the 
manufacture of cottage cheese. As a 
result of the expansion of its cottage 
cheese business, there have been a few 
months in the recent past when the per¬ 
centage of Class I utilization in the plant 
fell below the required percentages for 
pooling. 

The proponent cooperative association 
operates a supply plant which is the pri¬ 
mary source of supply for the distribut¬ 
ing plant. When the proponent is un¬ 
able to furnish sufficient milk for the 
needs of the distributing plant, it ar¬ 
ranges for additional supplies to be de¬ 
livered by another cooperative associa¬ 
tion. The latter milk is delivered directly 
from producer farms. 

When this occurs it does not affect the 
pool status of the milk in the plant, since 
its entire supply is received from coop¬ 
erative association handlers. Whether 
this plant is a pool plant or a nonpool 
plant, however, does affect the allocation 
of the milk in the plant, and the per¬ 
centage of milk from the supply plant 
which may be subject to a location dif¬ 
ferential. 

Whether it has met the pooling stand¬ 
ards cannot be determined until its 
monthly report of receipts and utiliza¬ 
tion has been received and checked. If 
it has failed to qualify as a pool plant 
it is necessary to revise the reports of the 
cooperative association suppliers before 
computing the uniform price for the 
month. 

Reducing the percentage of total re¬ 
ceipts which must be disposed of as Class 
I milk to 30 percent during January 
through June and 50 percent during July 
through December will enable the St. 
Paul plant to qualify as a pool plant in 
all months of the year. There are no 
partially regulated plants ivhich would 
become regulated by virtue of this 
change. Thus, this change will not affect 
the present status of any other plant. 
The present pooling requirement that a 
plant must distribute 15 percent of its 
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total Class I sales within the marketing 
area will continue to assure that only 
plants associated with the Minneapolis- 
St. Paul market will participate in the 
marketwide pool. 

Presently, all producer milk disposed of 
both within the marketing area and out¬ 
side such area is fully regulated and 
priced under the present order. It is 
necessary that this arrangement be con¬ 
tinued under the amended Minneap- 
olis-St. Paul order. Otherwise, the ef¬ 
fect of the order would be nullified and 
the orderly marketing process would be 
jeopardized. 

If only his 41 in-area” sales were sub¬ 
ject to classification, pricing and pool¬ 
ing, a pool handler with Class I sales both 
inside and outside the marketing area 
could assign any value he chose to his 
outside sales. He thereby could reduce 
his average cost of all of his Class I milk 
below that of other pool handlers having 
all, or substantially all, of their Class I 
sales within the marketing area. In 
short, unless all milk of such a handler 
is fully regulated under the order, he 
would not be subject to effective price 
regulation. The absence of effective 
classification, pricing and pooling of such 
milk would disrupt orderly marketing 
conditions within the regulated market¬ 
ing area and could lead to a complete 
breakdown of the order. If a pool 
handler were free to value a portion of 
his milk at any price he chose, it would 
be impossible to enforce uniform prices 
to all fully regulated handlers or a uni¬ 
form basis of payment to the producers 
who supply the market. It is essential, 
therefore, that the order price all the 
producer milk received at a pool plant 
regardless of the point of disposition. 

Limited quantities (as provided) of 
Class I milk may be sold within the reg¬ 
ulated marketing area from plants not 
under any Federal order. There is, of 
course, no way to treat such unregulated 
milk uniformly with regulated milk other 
than to regulate it fully. Nevertheless, 
it has been concluded that the applica¬ 
tion of '‘partial” regulation to plants 
having less association than required 
for market pooling would not jeopardize 
marketing conditions within the regu¬ 
lated marketing area. Official notice is 
taken of the June 19, 1964, decision 
(29 F.R. 9110) supporting amendments 
to several orders, including the Min- 
neapolis-St. Paul order. 

The operator of the partially regu¬ 
lated plant is afforded the options of: 
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif¬ 
ference between the Class I price and the 
uniform price of producer milk with re¬ 
spect to all Class I sales made in the 
marketing area; (2) purchasing at the 
Liass I price under any Federal order 
sufficient Class I milk to cover his limited 
disposition within the marketing area; 
or (3) paying his dairy farmers an 
amount not less than the value of all 
their mfik computed on the basis of the 
classification and pricing provisions of 
the order (the latter representing an 
order obligation for 
muk which is imposed on fully regulated 
handlers), 


While all fluid milk sales of the par¬ 
tially regulated plant are not necessarily 
priced on the same basis as fully regu¬ 
lated milk, the provisions described are, 
however, adequate under most circum¬ 
stances to prevent sales of milk not fully 
regulated (pooled) from adversely af¬ 
fecting operation of the order and the 
fully regulated milk. 

3. Classification and pricing of milk 
used to produce cottage cheese . No 
change should be made in the classifica¬ 
tion of skim milk and butterfat used to 
produce cottage cheese. The order 
presently classifies all manufactured 
products, including cottage cheese, as 
Class n. The Class n price is the aver¬ 
age price per hundredweight for manu¬ 
facturing grade milk, f.o.b. plants in 
Minnesota and Wisconsin, as reported 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
adjusted to 3.5 percent butterfat content. 

Farmers Cooperative Creamery Co. 
and Land O’Lakes Creameries, Inc., pro¬ 
posed that milk used to produce cottage 
cheese be priced 20 cents above the Class 
n price. Twin City Milk Producers As¬ 
sociation and Minnesota Milk Co. op¬ 
posed any increase in the price of milk 
used to produce cottage cheese. 

Health regulations in Minneapolis and 
St. Paul require that cottage cheese 
manufactured or sold within the city 
limits be made from Grade A milk and 
labeled as such. There was conflicting 
testimony concerning the regulations in 
the remainder of the marketing area. 
The record contains no specific evidence 
regarding health regulations for cottage 
cheese sold within this area. However, 
cottage cheese not bearing a Grade A 
label is being sold in portions of the 
marketing area. Some of tills cheese is 
actually made from Grade A milk but it 
is not known if this is true of all the 
cottage cheese sold in containers which 
are not labeled Grade A. 

Proponents argued that the order price 
of skim milk used in the production of 
cottage cheese was less than the cost of 
skim milk from alternative sources. 
During 1964 the average value of skim 
milk in Class n uses was 63 cents per 
hundredweight. Had the revised butter¬ 
fat differential adopted below been in 
effect, the value of the skim milk would 
have been 76 cents per hundredweight. 
Prices allegedly paid for skim milk at 
several plants were offered in evidence. 
Except in one instance, however, the 
price quoted represented the amount re¬ 
maining after subtracting a butterfat 
value from the average price paid by the 
plant for whole milk. These plants 
process other products and distribute 
fluid milk products in addition to their 
cottage cheese operations. Therefore, it 
is not appropriate to compare the skim 
milk value in these plants with the cost 
of skim milk used to produce cottage 
cheese. The only price quoted for skim 
milk was 92 cents per hundredweight de¬ 
livered to the plant. This included a 
hauling charge of 7 cents. The price 
actually received at the plants which sep¬ 
arated the milk was 85 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight. Since the cost of handling 
and separating the skim mfik is included, 


this price is not comparable to the Class 
n skim value under the order. If these 
costs were deducted, the resulting figure 
would be no greater than the Class n 
skim value provided in the attached 
order. 

Approximately 40 percent of the cot¬ 
tage cheese manufactured by handlers is 
disposed of outside the marketing area 
in competition with cottage cheese man¬ 
ufactured in unregulated plants or in 
plants regulated under other nearby or¬ 
ders. One large manufacturer of cottage 
cheese stated that recently several ac¬ 
counts in the marketing area had been 
lost to outside competition. 

A comparison of prices fixed by nearby 
orders for skim milk used in cottage 
cheese reveals that the price provided in 
this order is equal to or higher than the 
price established in any of the surround¬ 
ing markets with which Minneapolis-St. 
Paul handlers may be in competition. 
These include Duluth-Superior, Chicago, 
North Central Iowa, and the Wisconsin 
markets. Although there are few or no 
sales of cottage cheese within the Minne¬ 
apolis-St. Paul marketing area from any 
of these orders at the present time, too 
high a price* for cottage cheese under 
Order No. 68 could result in local manu¬ 
facturers being at a competitive disad¬ 
vantage in the Twin Cities market. One 
witness stated that a manufacturer of 
cottage cheese whose plant is regulated 
by the Chicago order has been soliciting 
accounts in the area. 

If milk used in cottage cheese were 
priced higher than the alternative prod¬ 
uct cost, use of local skim milk in this 
product would be discouraged. There is 
no advantage to producers in obtaining 
a higher price for milk used in cottage 
cheese if the resulting higher finished 
product cost reduces sales. 

It is concluded that no change should 
be made in the classification of skim milk 
and butterfat used to produce cottage 
cheese. 

4. Transfers. The order should be 
amended to permit Class II classification 
of milk which is transferred in bulk to 
nonpool plants within a 150-mile radius 
of the Minnesota Transfer Viaduct over 
University Avenue in St. Paul, Minn. 
The present order provides that bulk 
transfers shall be Class I if the nonpool 
plant is more than 100 miles from such 
point in St. Paul. 

The area within which milk may be 
transferred to nonpool plants and classi¬ 
fied in accordance with its actual use is 
normally called the “surplus disposal 
area”. Land O'Lakes Creameries, Inc., 
proposed the expansion of the surplus 
disposal area. Their representative 
testified that it has been necessary for 
this cooperative to transfer milk from 
their pool supply plant at Mondovi, Wis., 
to their nonpool manufacturing plant at 
Whitehall, Wis. There has been a dif¬ 
ference of opinion between the propo¬ 
nent and the market administrator con¬ 
cerning the distance between the White¬ 
hall plant and St. Paul, Minn. The plant 
is located almost exactly 100 miles from 
the Minnesota Transfer Viaduct. It was 
further stated that it would on occasion 
facilitate their operation if milk could be 
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transferred from the Mondovi plant to 
a manufacturing plant which they oper¬ 
ate at Caledonia, Minn. This plant is 
more than 100 but less than 150 miles 
from St. Paul. 

To accommodate the orderly and eco¬ 
nomical marketing of the market’s re¬ 
serve supplies, the surplus disposal area 
should be expanded to encompass the 
territory within a radius of 150 miles 
from St. Paul. Located within this area 
are most of the manufacturing plants In 
Minnesota and a significant portion of 
the manufacturing plants in Wisconsin. 
The manufacturing facilities within this 
area are fully adequate to handle the 
milk not needed by order handlers for 
Class I purposes. Transfers to nonpool 
plants at greater distances are normally 
for Class I use. 

When a fluid milk product in bulk is 
transferred to a nonpool plant within 
the surplus disposal area, the market ad¬ 
ministrator is required to verify the 
utilization claimed. A surplus disposal 
area larger than that provided would 
greatly increase the costs of the market 
administrator in verifying the utiliza¬ 
tion of occasional or irregular shipments 
to nonpool plants located beyond this 
distance. The area described will en¬ 
compass the normal production area for 
the market and the nonpool plants where 
the surplus production can be conven¬ 
iently handled. 

The present order defines distance in 
terms of “airline miles”. When the order 
was issued it was intended that the dis¬ 
tance should be computed in a straight 
line rather than in terms of highway 
mileage. The use of statute miles was 
intended and the order has always been 
so interpreted. In computing aeronauti¬ 
cal distances, however, nautical miles 
are used. Thus the term “airline mile” 
is frequently interpreted to mean a nau¬ 
tical mile of approximately 6,080 feet 
rather than a statute mile of 5,280 feet. 
To avoid confusion and insure the con¬ 
tinuance of existing location differen¬ 
tials at their present rate, distance 
should be expressed in terms of a radius 
from the Minnesota Transfer Viaduct 
based on statute miles. This language 
should be incorporated in the provisions 
dealing with location differentials as well 
as with the surplus disposal area. 

Prior to the amendments which be¬ 
came effective August 1, 1964, the trans¬ 
fer provisions permitted cream trans¬ 
ferred to a nonpool plant from which no 
fluid milk is distributed on routes to be 
classified as Class n regardless of the 
location of the receiving plant. Through 
an oversight this provision was omitted 
from the present order when it was last 
amended. This provision is appropri¬ 
ate and desirable and, therefore, it 
should be reinstated in the order. 

6. Location adjustments. No location 
adjustments should be applicable on milk 
used to produce manufactured products. 

Farmers Cooperative Creamery Co. 
and Land O'Lakes Creameries, Inc., pro¬ 
posed that location adjustments be made 
applicable on milk used to produce cot¬ 
tage cheese. At the hearing, however, 
Land O’Lakes withdrew support of its 
proposal. These proposals were pred¬ 


icated on a separate classification and 
higher price for milk used to produce 
cottage cheese. Since it lias been con¬ 
cluded that no change should be made 
in the classification or pricing of skim 
milk and butterfat used to produce cot¬ 
tage cheese, location differentials for 
this product become a moot question. 
In any event, location adjustments are 
not appropriate for any manufactured 
product, such as cottage cheese, based 
upon the location of the plant to which 
the milk is delivered. There is little or 
no difference in the value of milk for 
manufacturing uses associated with the 
location of the plant receiving the milk 
in the Twin Cities milk supply area. This 
is because of the low cost per hundred¬ 
weight of milk equivalent involved in 
transporting finished manufactured 
products. There is no evidence in the 
record that prices paid by manufacturing 
plants within the milkshed reflect any 
difference in value associated with 
location. 

7. Buttei'fat differentials and butterfat 
in fluid skim milk. The butterfat differ¬ 
entials which are used for adjusting class 
prices for each one-tenth percent varia¬ 
tion in the butterfat content of the milk 
in each class should be revised. The 
Class I butterfat differential should be 
computed by adding 20 percent to the 
price of New York Grade AA butter and 
dividing the resulting value by 10. The 
Class H butterfat differential should be 
computed by adding 15 percent to the 
butter'price and dividing the result by 
10. The percentages presently provided 
in the order for Class I milk are 25 per¬ 
cent during December through June and 
35 percent during all other months. For 
Class n milk 21.14 percent is added to 
the New York butter price. 

The differentials provided herein will 
better reflect the respective values of 
skim milk and butterfat under current 
marketing conditions. In recent years 
the sales of fluid milk products contain¬ 
ing a high proportion of butterfat have 
been decreasing while sales of products 
made up of a high percentage of solids 
not fat have tended to increase. This 
is reflected by the fact that in 1956 the 
average butterfat content of producer 
milk in Class I was 3.96 percent while in 
1964 it had dropped to 3.44 percent. 
With too high a butterfat differential, 
producers do not receive their appropri¬ 
ate share of the Class I sales value repre¬ 
sented by the solids not fat portion of 
fluid milk products. A high butterfat 
differential also has the effect of pricing 
cream for Class I use at a high level. 
The Class I differential adopted should 
give encouragement to increasing the 
disposition of butterfat in fluid outlets. 

The Class II differential will more 
closely reflect actual paying prices for 
butterfat at local manufacturing plants. 
Therefore, it will facilitate the movement 
of butterfat in the reserve supply of milk 
to manufacturing outlets and eliminate 
the possibility of unstable marketing 
conditions which could arise if excess 
butterfat cannot be readily disposed of at 
the order price. As discussed above this 
change will also increase the value of 


skim milk used to produce cottage 
cheese. 

The butterfat differential to producers 
should be calculated at the average of the 
Class I and Class II differentials weighted 
by the proportion of butterfat in pro¬ 
ducer milk classified in each class during 
the month. Under the present order the 
producer butterfat differential is identi¬ 
cal to the Class n butterfat differential. 
The method provided herein will reflect 
the actual value of butterfat in producer 
milk at its utilization at the class prices 
provided by the order just as the uniform 
price reflects the average utilization 
value of the whole milk. 

It was proposed that the provision in 
the order which permits handlers to 
claim 0.065 percent butterfat in fluid 
skim milk in the absence of actual tests 
should be deleted. 

This provision should be revised rather 
than deleted. The order should provide 
that, if the handler fails to report the 
butterfat content of skim milk, or has 
inadequate records to substantiate a 
claimed butterfat content other than 
0.065 percent, the market administrator 
shall assume a butterfat content of 0.065 
percent. 

At the present time it is optional with 
the handler whether he claims butterfat 
in skim milk. If he claims a butterfat 
content but has no records to support it, 
the market administrator uses the factor 
of 0.065 percent to determine the value 
of butterfat in the skim milk. If the 
handler does not report butterfat in the 
skim milk, a zero butterfat content is as¬ 
sumed. 

For several months handlers have been 
having their receipts of fluid skim milk 
tested for butterfat content by the Uni¬ 
versity of Minnesota. Results of the 
tests show that the butterfat content of 
fluid skim ranges between 0.045 and 0.080 
percent and averages close to the 0.065 
percent specified in the order. It is ap¬ 
propriate to continue to use 0.065 percent 
in the absence of acceptable records. 

8. Deletion of the base and excess plan. 
The base and excess plan of distributing 
returns for milk among producers should 
be deleted from the order effective July 
1, 1966. 

Twin Cities Milk Producers Associa¬ 
tion, representing more than 75 percent 
of the producers in the market, proposed 
deletion of the base and excess plan from 
the order. Other producer associations 
serving the market supported the pro¬ 
posal. There was no opposition to re¬ 
moving the base and excess plan. 

Under the present plan producers es¬ 
tablish bases for each of the months of 
January through June according to aver¬ 
age daily deliveries during the preceding 
July through October. During January 
through June separate uniform prices for 
base milk and excess milk are computed. 
The uniform price for excess milk is the 
Class II price. The total value of excess 
milk is subtracted from the total value 
of all producer milk and the remainder 
divided by the total hundredweight of 
base milk to determine the base price. 
In all other months producers receive 
the marketwide uniform price for all 
milk delivered to pool plants. 
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The base-excess plan was placed in 
the order to encourage producers to level 
the seasonality of milk production so as 
to insure an adequate supply of milk to 
consumers throughout the year. In past 
years production in the spring was con¬ 
siderably higher than in the fall. In 
1950 for example, for every hundred 
pounds of milk delivered in May only 56 
pounds were delivered in September by 
members of the Twin Cities Milk Pro¬ 
ducers Association. By 1964 the differ¬ 
ences between spring peaks and fall lows 
in production had narrowed signifi¬ 
cantly. Proponents testified that the 
plan has served the purpose for which 
it was intended and the need for these 
provisions no longer exists. 

The seasonal changes presently pro¬ 
vided in the Class I price formula, to¬ 
gether with the changes in the season¬ 
ality of the supply-demand adjustor 
recommended under issue 5 in the par¬ 
tial recommended decision issued No¬ 
vember 26, 1965, should provide sufficient 
incentive for producers to continue the 
more even production pattern which has 
been achieved. The seasonal changes in 
the Class I price provide higher returns 
to those producers whose marketings are 
greatest in the fall months. Thus, with¬ 
out the base and excess plan there will 
continue to be an incentive for producers 
to maintain a more even seasonal pro¬ 
duction pattern. 

Deleting the base and excess plan for 
distributing returns from milk among 
producers will not change the cost of 
milk for handlers. 

The changes provided in this decision 
will not become effective until after the 
current base-forming period. Many pro¬ 
ducers in the market have arranged their 
production pattern to obtain the opti¬ 
mum benefits under the plan. These 
producers who have so arranged their 
program would be penalized to the extent 
that they would receive the uniform price 
for all their milk, rather than the higher 
base price for their base milk during 
January through June. Therefore, the 
base and excess plan should not be de¬ 
leted from the order until after the base- 
Paying months in 1966. 

9. Administrative changes . Payments 
to the producer-settlement fund should 
be due on or before the 18th day after 
the end of the month, and payments 
should be made out of the fund on or 
before the 19th day after the end of each 
month. The order presently provides 
that these payments be made by the 16th 
and 17th day of the month, respectively. 

These changes were proposed by the 
major cooperative association in the 
I - jnarket. Under present circumstances 
™“en may not be notified of their 
obligation to the producer-settlement 
lund until as late as the 15th day of the 
month under the present order. From 
5 P ur f ly mechanical standpoint, it is 
oifflcult for handlers to comply with the 
present payment date. It is concluded 
hat adoption of these changes should 
ease this compliance problem. 

Ruling on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 


and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were con¬ 
sidered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and con¬ 
clusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as deter¬ 
mined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk in 
the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the han¬ 
dling of milk in the same manner as, and 
will be applicable only to persons in the 
respective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in. a marketing * 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Marketing agreement and order . An¬ 
nexed hereto and made a part hereof are 
two documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing agreement regulating the 
handling of milk in the Minneapolis-St. 
Paul marketing area,” and “Order 
amending the order regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Minneapolis-St. Paul 
marketing area.” which have been de¬ 
cided upon as the detailed and appro¬ 
priate means of effectuating the fore¬ 
going conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered. That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as here¬ 
by proposed to be amended by the at¬ 
tached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative peri¬ 
od. The month of October 1965 is hereby 


determined to be the representative pe¬ 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached or¬ 
der, as amended and as hereby proposed 
to be amended, regulating the handling 
of milk in the Minneapolis-St. Paul mar¬ 
keting area, is approved or favored by 
producers, as defined under the terms of 
the order, as amended and as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, and who, during 
such representative period, were engaged 
in the production of milk for sale within 
the aforesaid marketing area. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Jan¬ 
uary 26,1966. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary . 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in Minne¬ 
apolis-St. Paul Marketing Area 

§ 1068.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937. as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the ten¬ 
tative marketing agreement and to the 
order regulating the handling of milk in 
the Minneapolis-St. Paul marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence intro¬ 
duced at such hearing and the record 
thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions there¬ 
of, will tend to effectuate the declared 
policy of the Act: 

(a) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a suf¬ 
ficient quantity of pure and wholesome 
milk, and be in the public interest; and 
(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of 5 900.14 of 
the rules of practice and procedure governing 
proceedings to formulate marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders have been met. 
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industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in. a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order Relative to Handling 

It is therefore ordered. That on and 
after the effective date hereof, the 
handling of milk in the Minneapolis-St. 
Paul marketing area shall be in con¬ 
formity to and In compliance with the 
terms and conditions of the aforesaid 
order, as amended and as hereby 
amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Deputy Adminis¬ 
trator. Regulatory Programs, on Decem¬ 
ber 10. 1965 (30 P.R. 15470; FJt. Doc. 
65-13433), shall be and are the terms 
and provisions of this order, and are set 
forth in full herein subject to the follow¬ 
ing revisions: 

Amendments 2, 3. 4. 9, 10, and 15 of 
the recommended decision are deleted 
and amendments 10-19 are substituted 
therefor. 

§ 1068.9 [Amended] 

1. In the proviso of § 1068.9(a) the 
figures “40” and “60“ are changed to 
“30” and “50”, respectively. 

2. In 5 1068.44 paragraphs (d) and 
(e) are revised to read as follows: 

§ 1068.44 Transfers. 

• • • • • 

<d) As Class I milk, if transferred to 
a nonpool plant that is neither an other 
order plant nor a producer-handler 
plant and is located beyond a 150-mile 
radius from the Minnesota Transfer 
Viaduct over University Avenue in St. 
Paul, Minn., except that cream so trans¬ 
ferred in bulk form shall be Class n if 
no fluid milk products are distributed 
on routes from the receiving plant; 

(e) As Class I milk, if transferred in 
bulk to a nonpool plant that is neither 
an other order plant nor a producer- 
handler plant and is within a radius of 
150 miles from the Minnesota Transfer 
Viaduct over University Avenue in St. 
Paul. Minn., unless the requirements of 
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this para¬ 
graph are met, in which case the skim 
milk and butterfat so transferred shall 
be classified in accordance with the 
assignment resulting from subparagraph 
(3) of this paragraph: 

* • • • • 

3. Section 1068.55 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1068.53 Location differential to han¬ 
dlers. 

The Class I price for producer milk 
and other source milk (for which a lo¬ 
cation adjustment is applicable) at a 
plant located beyond a radius of 15 miles 
from the Minnesota Transfer Viaduct 
over University Avenue in St. Paul, 
Minn., shall be reduced by the amount 
indicated below. Such deduction shall 
be based on the mileage as computed by 
the market administrator: 


Location of plant 
(miles) : 

15 to 20 

Amount of 
deduction 
(cents) 

. 8 

20 to 30____.... 

_ 10 

30 to 40 . . 

. 12 

40 fn 50 

_ 14 

50 to 60 

.. 15 

60 to 70 

16 

70 or over ___ 

... 4 17 

1 Pius an additional 1 

cent for each 10 


miles or fraction thereof in excess of 80 miles. 

4. In § 1068.56 paragraphs (a) and (b) 
are revised as follows: 

§ 1068.56 Butterfat differentials to han¬ 
dlers. 

• * • • • 

(a) Class I milk. To the simple aver¬ 
age of the daily wholesale selling prices 
per pound (using the midpoint of any 
price range as one price) of Grade AA 
(93 score) butter at New York, as re¬ 
ported by the Department of Agriculture 
for the preceding month, add 20 percent, 
and divide the sum obtained by 10. 

(b) Class II milk. To the simple aver¬ 
age of the daily wholesale selling prices 
per pound (using the midpoint of any 
price range as one price) of Grade AA 
(93 score) butter at New York, as re¬ 
ported by the Department of Agriculture 
for the month, add 15 percent, and divide 
the sum obtained by 10. 

+ • • • • 

5. Section 1068.63 is revised to read as 
follows: 

§ 1068.63 Butterfat in fluid skim milk. 

For classification purposes, pursuant 
to §§ 1068.40 through 1068.46, butterfat 
in akim milk either disposed of to others 
or used in the manufacture of milk prod¬ 
ucts shall be accounted for at a butterfat 
content of 0.065 percent, unless the han¬ 
dler has adequate records of the actual 
butterfat content of such skim milk. 

6. Section 1068.81 is revised to read 
as follows: 

§ 1068.81 Bulterfal differential to pro- 
* duccrs. 

The uniform prices pursuant to 
§§ 1068.71 and 1068.72 shall be increased 
or decreased for each one-tenth of 1 per¬ 
cent that the butterfat content of such 
milk is above or below 3.5 percent, respec¬ 
tively. at the rate determined by multi¬ 
plying the pounds of butterfat in pro¬ 
ducer milk allocated to Class I and Class 
II milk pursuant to § 1068.46 by the re¬ 
spective butterfat differential for each 
class, dividing the sum of such values by 
the total pounds of such butterfat, and 
rounding the resultant figure to the near¬ 
est one-tenth cent. 

7. In § 1068.82 paragraph (a) is re¬ 
vised is read as follows: 

§ 1068.82 Location differentials to pro¬ 
ducers and on nonpool milk. 

(a) In making payments pursuant to 
§ 1068.80 (b) and (c) for milk received 
at a pool plant located beyond the radius 
of 15 miles from the Minnesota Trans¬ 
fer Viaduct over University Avenue in 


St. Paul, Minn., each handler shall de¬ 
duct from the applicable price payable 
to such producers the amount indicated 
below. Such deduction shall be based 
on the mileage as computed by the mar¬ 
ket administrator: 

Amount of 
deduction 


Location of plant {miles): (cents) 

15 to 20.-.—-- 8 

20 to 30. 10 

30 to 40.— 12 

40 to 50. 14 

50 to 60. IS 

60 to 70_ 10 

70 or over_- a 17 


1 Plus an additional 1 cent for each 10 miles 
or fraction thereof in excess of 80 miles. 

§ 1068.84 [Amended] 

8. In the introductory text of § 1068.84 
the date “16th" is changed to “18th”. 

§ 1068.85 [Amended] 

9. In § 1068.85 the date “17th” is 
changed to “19th”. 

The following amendments, if ap¬ 
proved, will become effective July 1,1966: 

10. Sections 1068.17 and 1068.18 are 
revoked. 

11. In § 1068.22 paragraph (h) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1068.22 Duties. 

* * * * * 

(h) On or before the 15th day after 
the end of each month, mail to all han¬ 
dlers and make public announcement of 
the uniform price computed pursuant to 
§ 1068.71; 

* * • * + 

12. In § 1068.30 paragraph (a) (4) is 
revoked. 

13. Section 1068.72 is revoked. 

14. In § 1068.73 paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1068.73 Notification of handlers. 

* * • • • 

(b) The uniform price (§ 1068.71); 

* * • * • 

15. The centerhead “Determination 
of bases” and §§ 1068.75, 1068.76 and 
1068.77 are revoked. 

16. In § 1068.80 subparagraph (b)(1) 
is revised and subparagraph (b) (2) is 
revoked as follows: 

§ 1068.80 Time and method of pay¬ 
ment. 

• • • • • 

(b) • * * 

(1) At not less than the uniform price 
computed pursuant to § 1068.71, subject 
to the butterfat and location differentials 
set forth in §§ 1038.81 and 1068.82, and 
less the amount of payment made pur¬ 
suant to paragraph (c) of this section; 
and 

♦ • • • • 

17. In § 1068.80(c) (1) the reference 
“or 1068.72(d)” is revoked. 

18. In § 1068.87 paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 

§ 1068.87 .Statement to producers. 
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(b) The total pounds and the average 
butterfat content of the milk received 
from the producer; 

• + * « # 

19. In § 1068.87(c) the reference “(or 
rates)" is revoked. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1074; Piled. Jan. 31, 1966; 
8:45 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[ 17 CFR Part 240 1 

[Release No. 34-7794] 

INSIDER TRADING 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given that the Secu¬ 
rities and Exchange Commission has 
under consideration the proposed amend¬ 
ment of Rule 16a-6 (17 CFR 240.16a-6) 
under the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934. Section 16(a) requires directors, 
officers and principal equity security 
holders to report their beneficial owner¬ 
ship, and changes in such ownership, of 
equity securities of issuers having a class 
of such securities registered pursuant to 
section 12 of the Act. Amendment of the 
rule has been under consideration for 
some time and the changes are proposed 
in the light of the Commission’s expe¬ 
rience with the existing disclosure 
requirements. 

The amended rule would specifically 
provide that the acquisition or disposi¬ 
tion of any put, call, spread, straddle or, 
other option or privilege, whether or not 
it is transferable, shall be deemed a 
change in the beneficial ownership of the 
equity security to which the privilege 
relates. 

It is also proposed to amend the rule 
to provide that the pledge, including the 
hypothecation, of a security or the re¬ 
lease of a security from a pledge, or the 
loan of a security or the repayment of 
such a loan, shall be deemed such a 
change in the beneficial ownership of the 
security pledged or loaned as to require 
corporate insiders to report such change. 

However, the reporting of certain 
transactions would not be required under 
the amended rule. Employees would not 
be required to report transactions in 
non transferable options received from 
their employer or from an affiliate of 
their employer under a plan which 
meets the conditions specified in Rule 
16b-3 (17 CFR 240.16b-3>. But this 
provision would not exempt employees 
from filing reports as to the acquisition 
of securities through the exercise of such 
options. Also, reports would not be re¬ 
quired of any person with respect to 
pledge or loan transactions where the 
market value of the securities involved 
in the transaction and in all other such 
transactions not previously reported does 
not exceed $30,000. 

Experience has demonstrated that op¬ 
tions, pledges, loans, and similar trans¬ 
actions may result, by intent or other¬ 
wise, in a change in control of the issuer. 
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or in the relationship of corporate in¬ 
siders to an issuer, to a degree which is 
material to security holders. It is im¬ 
portant, therefore, that security holders 
be kept informed of transactions which 
may lead to this result. 

The amended rule, which would be 
adopted pursuant to the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934, particularly sections 
3(b), 16(a), and 23(a) thereof, would 
read as follows: 

§ 240.16a-6 Certain transactions sub¬ 
ject to section 16(a). 

(a) The following transactions shall 
be deemed to effect such a change in the 
beneficial ownership of the securities in¬ 
volved therein as to require the filing of 
a statement pursuant to section 16(a) of 
the Act reflecting such change in bene¬ 
ficial ownership: 

(1) The acquisition or disposition of 
any put, call, spread, straddle or other op¬ 
tion or privilege of buying securities from 
or selling securities to another person; 

(2) The pledge, including the hypo¬ 
thecation, of securities or the release of 
securities therefrom; or 

(3) The loan of securities or the re¬ 
payment of such a loan. For the pur¬ 
pose of this rule a person shall be deemed 
to have pledged or loaned securities of 
which he is directly or indirectly the 
beneficial owner if such securities are 
pledged or loaned with his consent by 
another person. 

(b> Notwithstanding paragraph (a), 
a statement need not be filed— 

(1) By any employee with respect to 
the acquisition or disposition of any non- 
transferable option, or similar privilege 
to buy securities granted by the issuer 
of such securities pursuant to a plan pro¬ 
viding for the benefit of its employees or 
the employees of its affiliates if such 
plan meets the conditions specified in 
Rule 16b-3 (17 CFR 240.16b-3); or 

(2) By any person with respect to any 
transaction referred to in (a)(2) or (a) 

(3), above, until such time as the market 
value, at the time of the transaction, of 
the securities involved in the transac¬ 
tion and in all other transactions of the 
same character not previously reported 
does not exceed $30,000. 

<c) Nothing in this rule shall be deemed 
to exempt any person from filing the 
statements required upon the exercise of 
any put, call, spread, straddle or other 
option or privilege or upon the sale of a 
pledged or loaned security. 

(Secs. 3. 16 and 23; 48 Stat. 882. 896 and 901, 
as amended; 15 U.S.C. 78c, 78p and 78w) 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views and comments on the 
proposed amendments, in writing, to the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20549, on or before 
February 21, 1966. Except where it is 
requested that such communications not 
be disclosed, they will be considered 
available for public inspection. 

By the Commission, January 20. 1966. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1067; FUed, Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.l 
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M7 CFR Parts 249, 259, 274 1 

[Release Noe. 34-7795,35-15382, IC-44841 

INSIDER TRADING REPORTS 

Notice of Proposed Rule Making 

Notice is hereby given that the Se¬ 
curities and Exchange Commission has 
under consideration the proposed re¬ 
vision of Forms 3 and 4 which are used 
for reporting security holdings and 
transactions pursuant to section 16(a) of 
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, sec¬ 
tion 17(a) of the Public Utility Holding 
Company Act of 1935 and section 30(f) 
of the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(Form 3 is listed and described at 17 
CFR 249.103, 259.217a, and 274.202. Form 
4 is listed and described at 17 CFR 
249.104, 259.217b, and 274.203.). Form 3 
is prescribed for initial statements of 
beneficial ownership and Form 4 for re¬ 
porting changes in such ownership. 
The principal changes are described 
below. 

These forms would be amended to re¬ 
quire the Social Security or I.R.S. Em¬ 
ployer Identification number of the re¬ 
porting person. This information would 
be required as a readily available means 
of identification in connection with the 
Commission’s proi>osed automatic data 
processing program. 

The instructions to these forms would 
be amended to prescribe the forms for 
use in reporting ownership and changes 
in ownership of securities of over-the- 
counter companies registered pursuant 
to the new section 12(g) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, as well as securi¬ 
ties listed and registered on a national 
securities exchange. 

The Commission is currently inviting 
public comments on a p ropo sed amend¬ 
ment to Rule 16a-6 (17 CFR 240.16a-6) 
which would provide that the acquisi¬ 
tion or disposition of certain put, calls, 
options, etc., or the making of pledges or 
loans of securities is deemed to involve 
such a change in the beneficial owner¬ 
ship of the securities involved as to re¬ 
quire the reporting of such transactions 
pursuant to section 16(a) of the Act 
(Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
7794, dated January 20, 1966). Forms 3 
and 4 would be amended to make appro¬ 
priate provision for such reporting. 

The amended Form 4 would provide 
that in the case of securities bought or 
sold for cash the price per share or other 
unit at which the securities were bought 
or sold shall be given. Form 4 would also 
be amended to provide that if any pur¬ 
chase or sale was effected otherwise than 
in the open market, the name and ad¬ 
dress of the person from whom the se¬ 
curities were purchased or to whom they 
were sold shall be given, unless made 
with the issuer. 

Form 4 requires that in reporting ac¬ 
quisitions or dispositions of securities in¬ 
formation shall be given separately as to 
each transaction. However, in the case 
of reports by dealers who are making a 
market in a security, the Commission has 
heretofore permitted such dealers to re¬ 
port on the face of the form the aggre¬ 
gate purchases and aggregate sales for 
the month, provided there was attached 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 21—TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1966 



1248 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


to the report a schedule (which could be 
in the form of a photocopy of the dealer’s 
ledger sheets) showing all transactions 
in the security during the month. The 
staff is developing for Commission con¬ 
sideration a separate form for use by 
dealers who are engaged in market¬ 
making activities. Until that form is 
available, such dealers should continue 
to report on Form 4 in accordance with 
the above-described procedure. 

Copies of Forms 3 and 4, as proposed 
to be amended, have been filed with the 
original of this document. Additional 
copies can be obtained from the Securi¬ 
ties and Exchange Commission, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20549. Form 3 is listed and 
described in Title 17, Chapter n of the 
Code of Federal Regulations at §§ 249.- 


103, 259.217a, and 274.202. Form 4 is 
listed and described in Title 17, Chapter 
n of the Code of Federal Regulations at 
§§ 249.104, 259.217b, and 274.203. It is 
not proposed to amend such designations 
or descriptions. 

All interested persons are invited to 
submit their views and comments on the 
proposed amendments, in writing, to the 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C., 20549, on or before 
February 21, 1966. Except where it is 
requested that such communications not 
be disclosed, they will be considered 
available for public inspection. 

By the Commission, January 20, 1966. 

r seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 


Securities and Exchange Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20549 
Form 3 

Initial Statement of Beneficial Ownership of Securities 

Filed pursuant to section 16(a) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and Rule I6a-1 
thereunder, section 17(a) of the PubUc Utility Holding Company Act of 1935 and Rule 72 
thereunder, or section 30(f) of the Investment Company Act of 1940 and Rule 30f-l there¬ 
under. 


Name of company: 

Important—Insert reporting person's 
Social Security or I.R.8. Employer 
Identification No. 

Name of person whose ownership is reported: 

Business address of such person (street, city, State, ZIP code): 


Relationship of such person to company named above (see instruction 5): 


Date of event which requires the filing of this statement (see Instruction 6): 

Table I. Securities Beneficially Owned 


Furnish the information required by the following table as to all securities of the com¬ 
pany beneficially owned, directly or indirectly, by the reporting person: 


Title of securities 
(see instruction 8) 

Nature of ownership 
(see instruction 9) 

Amount owned 
(see instruction 10) 





Table n. Puts, Calls, Spreads, Straddles or Other Options 


Furnish the information required by the following table as to any put, call, spread, 
straddle or other option or privilege (all hereinafter referred to as “options”) pursuant to 
which the reporting person may buy or sell, or be required to buy or sell, any securities of 
the company: 


Title of securities subject to 
option (see instruction 8) 

Date of 
expiration 
of option 

Nature of right conferred by 
option and names of holder 
and grantor thereof, identify¬ 
ing each. # 

Price at 
which 
option 
may be 
exercised 

Amount of 
securities 
subject to 
option 







Table III. Securities Pledged or Loaned 

Furnish the information required by the following table as to all securities of the com¬ 
pany pledged by or with, or loaned by or to, the reporting person: 


Title of securities pledged 
or loaned (sec instruction 8) 

Nature and purpose 
of transaction 
reported 

Name of pledgor or 
lender of the 
securities 

Name of pledgee or 
borrower of the 
securities 

Amount of 
securities 
pledged or 
loaned 







Remarks (sec instruction 11): 

Date of statement- -— 

(Signature) 

Note: If the space provided in any table is insufficient, use a continuation sheet which 
identifies the table or tables to which it relates. 


Instructions 

J. Rule as to use of Form 3. 

‘ Form 3 is to be used for Initial statements 
of beneficial ownership of securities required 
to be filed pursuant to the following statu¬ 
tory provisions: 

(a) Section 16(a) of the Securities Ex¬ 
change Act of 1934 and Rule 16a-l there¬ 
under: 

(b) Section 17(a) of the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 and Rule 72 
thereunder; or 

(c) Section 30(f) of the Investment Com¬ 
pany Act of 1940 and Rule 30f-l thereunder. 

2. When statements are to be filed. 

Statements on this form shall be filed 

within 10 days after the date of the event 
which requires the filing of such statements. 
Statements are not deemed to be filed with 
the Commission or an exchange until they 
are actually received by the Commission or 
exchange. 

3. Where statements are to be filed. 

(a) One signed copy of each statement 
shall be filed with the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington, D.C., 20549. 
One signed copy thereof shall also be filed 
with each exchange on which any class of 
equity securities of the company is listed 
and registered. However, if the company has, 
in accordance with Rule 16a-l. designated a 
single exchange to receive statements, the 
statement need be filed only with the Com¬ 
mission and the designated exchange. 

(b) Acknowledgement of receipt of the 
statement by the Commission may be ob¬ 
tained by enclosing a self-addressed, stamped 
postal card identifying the statement filed. 

4. Separate statement for each company — 
exception. 

A separate statement shall be filed with 
respect to the securities of each company, 
except that a single statement shall be filed 
with respect to the securities of a registered 
public utility holding company and of all 
of its subsidiary companies. 

5. Relationship of reporting person to com¬ 
pany. 

Indicate clearly the relationship of the re¬ 
porting person to the company; for example, 
“Director.*’ “Director and Vice President." 
“Beneficial owner of more than 10 percent 
of the company's common stock," etc. 

6. Date as of which information is to be 
given . 

Information as to the amount of securities 
beneficially owned, subject to options, etc., 
or pledged or loaned, shall be given as of the 
date of the event which requires the filing 
of the statement on this form; for example, 
when any class of equity securities of the 
company became listed and registered on a 
national securities exchange, or when the 
reporting person became a director or officer 
of the company. 

7. Classes of securities to be reported. 

(a) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
16(a) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
shall include information as to all classes 
of equity securities of the company even 
though one or more of such classes may not 
be registered pursuant to section 12 of the 
Act. 

(b) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
17(a) of the Public Utility Holding Company . 
Act of 1935 shall Include Information as to 
all classes of securities of the registered hold¬ 
ing company and of all of its subsidiary 
companies. 

(c) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
30(f) of the Investment Company Act of 
1940 shall include information as to all 
classes of securities of the registered closed- 
end investment company (other than “short¬ 
term paper" as defined in section 2(a) (36) 
of the Act). 

(d) If any person required to file a state¬ 
ment on this form owns no securities of the 
company of any class required to be re¬ 
ported. that fact shall be stated. 
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public utility holding company and all of its 
subsidiary companies. 

5. Relationship of reporting person to 
company. 

Indicate clearly the relationship of the re¬ 
porting person to the company; for example, 
“Director/’ “Director and Vice President/' 
“Beneficial owner of more than 10 percent of 
the company’s common stock,” etc. 

6. Classes of securities to be reported. 

(a) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
16(a) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 
shall include information as to all classes of 
equity securities of the company even though 
one or more of such classes may not be regis¬ 
tered pursuant to section 12 of the Act. 

(b) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
17(a) of the Public Utility Holding Company 
Act of 1935 shall Include lnformatlQn as to all 
classes of securities of the registered holding 
company and of all of its subsidiary com¬ 
panies. 

(c) Persons reporting pursuant to section 
30(f) of the Investment Company Act of 
1940 shall include information as to all 
classes of secxirities of the registered closed- 
end investment company (other than “short¬ 
term paper,” as defined in section 2(a) (36) 
of the Act). 

7. Title of securities. 

The statement of the title of securities 
shall be such as clearly to Identify the class 
even though there is only one class; for 
example. “Class A Common Stock/’ “$6 Con¬ 
vertible Preferred Stock,” “5 Percent Deben¬ 
tures Due 1975/’ etc. Include the name of 
the issuer of the securities if the issuer is a 
public utility holding company or a sub¬ 
sidiary company thereof. 

8. Statement of dates. 

Where dates are required to be given, the 
exact date (month, day, and year) shall be 
stated opposite the amount involved. In the 
case of market transactions, the trade date 
shall be given. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

9. Statement of amounts of securities. 

In stating amounts of securities, give the 

face amount of debt securities or the num¬ 
ber of shares or other units of other securi¬ 
ties. In the case of securities owned indi¬ 
rectly, e.g., through a partnership, corpora¬ 
tion. trust or other entity, the entire amount 
of securities involved in the transaction or 
owned by the partnership, corporation, trust 
or other entity shall be stated. The persons 
whose ownership is reported may, if he so 
desires, also indicate in a footnote or other 
appropriate manner, the extent of his in¬ 
terest in the transaction or holdings of the 
partnership, corporation, trust or other 
entity. 

10. Transactions and holdings to be re¬ 
ported in Table I. 

(a) Persons reporting the acquisition or 
disposition of securities in Table I shall in¬ 
clude all changes during the month in their 
direct or indirect beneficial ownership, and 
their direct and indirect beneficial owner¬ 
ship at the end of the month. Include pur¬ 
chases of securities through the exercise of 
options. 

(b) Every transaction shall be reported 
even though purchases and sales during the 
month are equal or the change involves only 
the nature of ownership; i.e., from direct or 
indirect ownership. Beneficial ownership at 
the end of the month of all classes of securi¬ 
ties required to be reported shall be shown 
even though there have not been changes 
during the month in the ownership of securi¬ 
ties of all classes. In addition, all types of 
ownership at the end of the month shall be 
shown, whether or not there has been any 
change during the month in one or more 
direct or indirect accounts. 

11. Purchase or sale price of securities. 

If any transaction reported in Table I in¬ 
volved a purchase or sale of securities for 
cash, state the purchase or sale price per 
share or other unit, exclusive of brokerage 
commissions or other costs of execution. 


12. Nature of ownership. 

Under “Nature of Ownership” in Table I. 
state whether ownership of the securities is 
“direct” or “Indirect.” If the ownership is 
indirect, e.g., through relatives or a part¬ 
nership, corporation, trust or other entity, 
indicate in a footnote or other appropriate 
manner, the name or Identity of the medium 
through which the securities are indirectly 
owned. The fact that securities are held in 
the name of a broker or other nominee does 
not, of itself, constitute indirect ownership. 
Securities owned indirectly shall be reported 
on separate lines from those owned directly 
and from those owned through a different 
type of indirect ownership. 

13. Character of transaction. 

In reporting the acquisition or disposition 
of securities in Table I. state the character 
of the transaction reported, such as "open- 
market purchase,” “gift,” “exercise of op¬ 
tion,” etc. If the transaction is other than 
a purchase or sale in the open market, state 
the name of the person with whom it was 
effected and, if other than the issuer, the 
address of such person. The foregoing in¬ 
formation may be set forth in the table or 
under “Remarks” at the end of the form. 

14. Inclusion of additional information . 

A statement may include any additional 
Information or explanation deemed relevant 
by the person filing the statement. 

15. Signature. 

If the statement is filed for a corporation, 
partnership, trust, etc., the name of the or¬ 
ganization shall appear over the signature of 
the officer or other person authorized to sign 
the statement. If the statement is filed for 
an individual, it shall be signed by him or 
specifically on his behalf by a person author¬ 
ized to sign for him. If signed on his behalf 
by another person, the authority of such per¬ 
son to sign the statement shall be confirmed 
to the Commission in writing as soon as prac¬ 
tical by the individual for whom the state¬ 
ment is filed. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1068; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.]~ 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Bureau of Land Management 

[ES-0704] 

ARKANSAS 

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal 
and Reservation of Lands 

January 26,1966. 

On December 28, 1965, the U.S. Forest 
Service, Department of Agriculture, filed 
application ES-0704 for the withdrawal 
of the lands described below from min¬ 
eral location and entry under the mining 
laws. The described lands are national 
forest lands in the Ouachita National 
Forest, Ark. The proposed withdrawal 
is for the protection of the Choctaw 
Trail. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of the publication of this notice, all per¬ 
sons who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior, Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., 20240. 

The Department's regulations. 43 CFR 
2311.1-3(c) provide that the authorized 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment will undertake such investigations 
as are necessary to determine the exist¬ 
ing and potential demand for the lands 
and their resources. He will also under¬ 
take negotiations with the applicant 
agency with the view of adjusting the ap¬ 
plication to reduce the area to the mini¬ 
mum essential to meet the applicant's 
needs, to provide for the maximum con¬ 
current utilization of the lands for pur¬ 
poses other than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent man¬ 
agement of the lands and their resources. 

The authorized officer will also prepare 
a report for consideration by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Interior who will determine 
whether or not the lands will be with¬ 
drawn as requested by the applicant 
agency. 

The determination of the Secretary of 
the Interior on the application will be 
published in the Federal Register. A 
copy of the notice will be sent to each 
interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant it. a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

T. 1 s., R. 30 W., fifth principal meridian, 
Arkansas, 

Sec. 30. Fri. WV6SWV4SWV4, 

Frl. SE V4 SW y A SW J /4. 

Frl. S\/ 2 S W l / 4 NW >4S W V 4 . 


Notices 


T. 1 S.. R. 30 W.. 

Sec. 31. Frl. SE&NWJ4, 

Frl. S^SE^NEViNWVi, 

Frl. SW \\ NW Vi NE \\ NW *4, 

Frl. SW^NWV*. 

Frl. S ] 4 NW % NW *4. 

Frl. NWtfSWft. 

Frl. N J 4 SW l / 4 SW Vi . 

Frl. SE l / A SW V4 S W *4. 

T. 1 S.. R. 31 W.. 

Sec. 7. Frl. SW^SE^SW^NW^, 

Frl. SW>/ 4 NW % SW % NW V 4 . 

S *4 N V 2 NW *4 SE %; 

Sec. 15.NWi/ 4 NEV 4 SWV4. 

SE y 4 NE 34 S W i/j; 

Sec. i 7 .Ni/ 2 Si 4 SEi 4 NWV 4 . 

N 4 ne 14 se *4: 

Sec. 18. N 14 NE 1 / 4 NW 14 NEV 4 ; 

Sec. 22. N 14 N 14 NW 14 SEV 4 , 
S 14 NEV 4 NW 1 / 4 SEV 4 , 

NE V4 NE y 4 SE 14 SE %; 

Sec. 23. SW 1 / 4 SWV 4 SW 14 NEV 4 ; 

Sec. 24. Si/ 2 SWi/ 4 SW»/ 4 , 

S 1/2 NW V 4 S W */ 4 SW 1 / 4 . 

T. 1 S.. R. 32 W.. 

Sec. 4. Frl. S‘/ 2 S»/ 2 SWy 4 ; 

Sec. 6 .S 1 / 2 SEV 4 ; 

Sec. 8 . N*4NW %; 

Sec. 9, N 14 S 14 NW 14 , 

N V 2 SW V4 NE V4. 

n*4Si/ 2 swi/ 4 nev4: 

Sec. 11. S 14 SW 14 NE V4 NW *4. 

N 14 N 14 S 14 SEV 4 . 

T. 1 S.. R. 32 W.. 

Sec. 12. S 14 S 14 NE 14 NWV 4 , 
S!4Si/ 2 NWi/ 4 NE14. 

N!/ 2 N!/ 2 SEi/ 4 SE«/ 4 , 

s’4NEV4SEi/4SEV4* 

containing an aggregate of 685.38 acres. 

Doris A. Koivtjla, 
Manager, Land Office. 

[F.R. Doc. 68-1065: Filed. Jan. 31. 1966; 
8:45 a.m.) 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

| Docket No. B-376] 

WILLIAM ROSE CONLEY, JR. 

Notice of Loan Application 

William Rose Conley, Jr., Box 137, 
Wakefield, R.I., 02880, has applied for a 
loan from the Fisheries Loan Fund to 
aid in financing the purchase of a used 
51.7-foot registered length wood vessel 
to engage in the fishery for red hake and 
miscellaneous species for industrial uses, 
groundfish, butterflsh, flounders and 
scup. 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
provisions of Public Law 89-85 and Fish¬ 
eries Loan Fund Procedures (50 CFR 
Part 250 as revised August 11, 1965) that 
the above entitled application is being 
considered by the Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, Fish and Wildlife Service, De¬ 
partment of the Interior, Washington, 
D.C., 20240. Any person desiring to sub¬ 
mit evidence that the contemplated op¬ 
eration of such vessel will cause economic 


hardship or injury to efficient vessel op¬ 
erators already operating in that fishery 
must submit such evidence in writing to 
the Director, Bureau of Commercial 
Fisheries, within 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. If such 
evidence is received it will be evaluated 
along with such other evidence as may be 
available before making a determina¬ 
tion that the contemplated operations 
of the vessel will or will not cause such 
economic injury or hardship. 

January 27,1966. ' 

H. E. Crowther, 

Acting Director , 

Bureau 0 / Commercial Fisheries. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1077; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:45 a.m.J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket Nos. 16072, 16258; FCC 66-711 

AMERICAN TELEPHONE & 
TELEGRAPH CO. 

Memorandum Opinion and Order 

In the matter of American Telephone 
& Telegraph Co. revision of definition of 
service point in connection with private 
line services and channels (20th Revised 
Page 18. American Telephone & Tele¬ 
graph Co. Tariff FCC No. 134), and 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
and the Associated Bell System Co. 
charges for interstate and foreign com¬ 
munication service. 

1. The Commission has before it a 
“Motion to Consolidate Proceedings” 
filed on January 5,1966, by the American 
Telephone & Telegraph Co. (A.T. & T.). 
An opposition to the motion was filed by 
the Administrator of General Services 
(GSA) on January 13, 1966. A.T. & T. 
filed a reply on January 24, 1966. 

2. By its motion, A.T. & T. requests 
that, pursuant to section 1.227 of the 
rules and regulations of the Commission, 
47 CFR 1.227, the Commission consoli¬ 
date for hearing the proceedings herein 
in Docket No. 16072 with the proceedings 
in Docket No. 16258, the investigation of 
the Bell System companies' charges for 
interstate and foreign communication 
services. In support of this request 
A.T. & T. alleges that among the issues 
specified by the Commission in the pro¬ 
ceedings in Docket No. 16258 is whether 
the charges for A.T. & T.'s private line 
services are lawful within the meaning 
of sections 201(b) and 202(a) of the 
Communications Act of 1934 and that 
the only issue in the proceedings herein 


No. 21 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 21—TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1966 






1252 


NOTICES 


is whether the imposition of a channel 
terminal charge at certain newly defined 
service points is justified. Therefore, it 
is argued that the issues specified in the 
proceedings in Docket No. 16258 “include 
the entire question to be considered” in 
the proceedings herein; that all aspects 
of the rate structure for private line 
services are involved in the proceedings 
in Docket No. 16258; that the resolution 
of the question of the propriety of apply¬ 
ing channel terminal charges at the 
points in controversy in the proceedings 
herein will have an effect on the ade¬ 
quacy of revenues to be derived from 
private line services in general; that the 
amount of such revenues and revenue re¬ 
quirements are matters to be considered 
in the proceedings in Docket No. 16258; 
an that the consolidation sought would 
best conduce to the proper dispatch of 
business. 

3. In view of the request set forth in 
the A.T. & T. petition we believe it would 
be appropriate to clarify and further de¬ 
lineate what matters we intended to en¬ 
compass within the scope of our investi¬ 
gation in Docket No. 16258. It is true 
that in our memorandum opinion and 
order of October 27, 1965, we specified 
that, among other things, the investiga¬ 
tion would encompass the following 
issues: 

“3. Whether the charges for (1) mes¬ 
sage toll telephone service, (2) WATS, 

(3) private line telephone grade service, 

(4) private line telegraph grade service 
and (5) all other service, except TWX 
and TELPAK (as to which separate pro¬ 
ceedings are now pending in Docket Nos. 
15011 and 14251, respectively), are or 
will be just and reasonable within the 
meaning of section 201(b) of the Com¬ 
munications Act of 1934, as amended. 

“4. Whether the specific charges for 
the above-mentioned services will subject 
any person or class of persons to unjust 
or unreasonable discrimination, or give 
any undue or un reason able preference or 
advantage to any person, class of persons 
or locality, or subject any person, class 
of persons or locality to any undue or 
unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage 
within the meaning of section 202(a) of 
the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

“5. Whether the Commission should 
prescribe just and reasonable charges or 
the maximum or minimum or maximum 
and minimum charges to be hereafter 
followed with respect to any or all of the 
above-mentioned services placed at issue 
by this order, and, if so, what charges 
should be prescribed • • V' 30 F.R. 
13885. 13886. 

4. However, reference to paragraph 1 
of the aforementioned document will 
show that in considering the results of 
the cost study prepared by A.T. & T.. we 
pointed to the wide variation in earnings 
among A.T. & T.’s various services as well 
as to the levels of earnings of A.T. & T. 
in the period of the study and stated: 

These levels of earnings, as well as the 
wide variations in such levels for the differ¬ 
ent classes of service, indicate the desirability 
of a thorough examination by the Commis¬ 
sion of the interstate rate structure of the 
Bell System to determine the lawfulness of 


the rate levels and the rate relationships 
within that structure. The importance of 
such a determination is underscored by the 
fact that certain of the services involved are 
furnished by the Bell System in direct com¬ 
petition with services offered by other car¬ 
riers. To the extent that these services may 
be underpriced by the BeU System, this may 
have a competitive Impact on such other 
carriers. 30 P.R. 13885. 

The above-cited language indicates that 
we instituted the investigation in Docket 
16258 because of our concern about the 
variation in the level of earnings "for 
the different classes of service,” and not 
the individual rate components within 
each of the principal rate classifications 
of service, as A.T. & T. appears to believe. 
That such Is our intent is made more 
clear by our memorandum opinion and 
order of December 23, 1965, wherein we 
stated: 

3. Accordingly. • * • the Commission will 
consider respondents* total revenue require¬ 
ments applicable to their interstate and for¬ 
eign communication services, and the rele¬ 
vant rate-making principles and factors that 
shall control in the distribution of such rev¬ 
enue requirements among respondents* prin¬ 
cipal rate classifications. • • • in connec¬ 
tion with respondents' presentations as to 
the appropriate ratemaking principles and 
factors which should govern the proper re¬ 
lationships among the rate'levels for each 
of their principal services, respondents shall 
take Into consideration the wide variations 
in level of earnings revealed by the afore¬ 
mentioned seven-way cost study. Respond¬ 
ents shall indicate the specific rate adjust¬ 
ments, if any, which they consider should be 
made on an interim basis in the light of 
such study results and the rate-making prin¬ 
ciples and factors advocated by them. 30 
P.R.16222, 16223. 

5. Thus, it becomes clear that the is¬ 
sues in Docket No. 16258 do not include 
all the issues to be examined in the pro¬ 
ceeding herein, particularly those ques¬ 
tions surrounding the lawfulness of a 
channel terminal charge at certain newly 
defined service points. Therefore, we 
will not grant A.T. & T.’s motion to con¬ 
solidate for hearing the proceedings 
herein and the proceedings in Docket 
No. 16258. 

6. We recognize, however, as A.T. & T. 
points out that the resolution of certain 
issues in Docket No. 16258 would be use¬ 
ful, if not essential, to the resolution of 
the basic issues in Docket No. 16072. 
Thus, in Docket No. 16258, it may be 
expected that the revenue requirements 
of A.T. & T. for private line services will 
be determined. It is within such overall 
revenue requirements that the lawful¬ 
ness of the channel terminal charge at 
certain points w T hich is at issue herein 
could very well be determined. Conse¬ 
quently, we believe that public hearings 
in this proceeding should be deferred 
until such time as a determination of 
such revenue requirements for the pri¬ 
vate line services involved shall have been 
made. It is noted in this connection 
that the accounting requirements im¬ 
posed by our order, FCC 65-554, 30 F.R. 
8550, instituting this investigation in 
Docket No. 16072, will remain unaffected. 

7. We will, therefore, deny A.T. & T.’s 
motion to consolidate. On our own mo¬ 
tion we take notice of the procedural 


dates established in this proceeding by 
order of the hearing examiner released 
October 8, 1965, FCC 65M-1308, and the 
revision of these dates by a subsequent 
order of the hearing examiner released 
January 7, 1965, FCC 66M-55, and will 
take action to defer this proceeding. On 
completion of Phase 1 of Docket No. 
16258, we will re-examine this matter on 
our own motion or on motion of a party 
hereto and give consideration to resched¬ 
uling these proceedings at that time. 

Accordingly , it is ordered. On our own 
motion, that the procedural dates estab¬ 
lished by the hearing examiner by order 
released January 7, 1966, FCC 66M-55, 
are set aside and that further procedures 
in tills proceeding are deferred subject 
to further order of this Commission; and 
It is further ordered . That the motion 
of American Telephone & Telegraph Co. 
to consolidate for hearing the proceed¬ 
ings in Docket No. 16258 and the pro¬ 
ceedings herein. Docket No. 16072, is 
denied. 

Adopted: January 26,1966. 

Released: January 27,1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 60-1092; Piled, Jan. 31. 1966; 
8:46 a.m.l 


[Docket Nos. 16383, 16384; FCC 66M-142] 

FRANK R. MOORMAN, JR., AND 
TEXAS TWO WAY RADIO CO. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Frank R. Moor¬ 
man, Jr., Dallas, Tex., for renewal of 
radiotelephone second class operator li¬ 
cense, and Frank R. Moorman, Jr., doing 
business as Texas Two Way Radio Co., 
Dallas, Tex., for authorizations in the 
business radio service. 

It is ordered, this 26th day of January 
1966, that David I. Kraushaar, in lieu of 
Thomas H. Donahue, shall serve as Pre¬ 
siding Officer in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding: and that the date for com¬ 
mencement of hearing in this proceed¬ 
ing is hereby changed from March 7, 
1966, to March 15, 1966, the said hearing 
to be held in Dallas, Tex. 

Released: January 26. 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1093; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966: 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 16087; FCC 66M-145J 

PATROON BROADCASTING CO., INC. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Patroon Broad¬ 
casting Co., Inc., Albany, N.Y., for re¬ 
newal of license of Station WPTR, Docket 
No. 16087, File No. BR^2787. 

Further prehearing conference was 
held today in this proceeding. In view 
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of the Commission’s denial of the appli¬ 
cant’s petition for reconsideration the 
case must now go forward to trial. The 
now-scheduled hearing date of January 
31, 1966, is canceled. In its place the 
following will govern: Hearing will get 
under way on March 28, 1966: any writ¬ 
ten material which the applicant expects 
to offer as part of its affirmative case 
must be furnished to counsel for the 
Commission’s Broadcast Bureau on or be¬ 
fore February 28. 

So ordered , This 26th day of January 
1966. 

Released: January 26, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 
fSEAL) Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

[PR. Doc. 66-1094; Piled, Jnn. 31, 1966; 
8:47 a.m.l 


(Docket Nos. 16342-16344; FOC 66M-140] 

SEVEN LEAGUE PRODUCTIONS, INC. 

(Will), ET AL. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Seven (7) League 
Productions, Inc. (Win) , Homestead, 
Fla., for renewal of license, Docket No. 
16342, File No. BR-3580; South Dade 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., Homestead, Fla., 
Docket No. 16343, File No. BP-16371; 
Redlands Broadcasting Co.. Inc., Home¬ 
stead. Fla., Docket No. 16344. File No. 
BP-16476, for construction permits. 

A prehearing conference having been 
held on January 25, 1966, at which cer¬ 
tain agreements were reached and cer¬ 
tain rulings were made; 

It is ordered, This 25th day of January, 
1966, that: 

(1) The applicants’ direct affirmative 
cases will be presented primarily in the 
form of sworn written exhibits, but such 
cases may be supplemented by oral testi¬ 
mony ; 

(2) Copies of the applicants' exhibits 
shall be exchanged on or before March 8, 
1966; 

(3) Any applicant proposing to sup¬ 
plement its case by oral testimony shall 
identify its witnesses and briefly define 
the scope of their testimony on or before 
March 15, 1966; 

(4) Any party desiring the production 
of any individual for cross-examination 
shall give notification thereof on or be¬ 
fore March 15, 1966; and. 

(5) The hearing now scheduled for 
February 16, 1966. is continued to March 
21. 1966, commencing at 10 a.m. in the 
offices of the Commission at Washington, 

Released: January 26, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Tseal) Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

(PR. Doc. 66-1006; Piled, Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 16381. 16382; FCC 66M-1441 

J. C. STALLINGS AND TEXAN 
BROADCASTING CO., INC. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of J. C. Stallings, 
Nacogdoches, Tex , Docket No. 16381, File 
No. BPH-4709; Texan Broadcasting Co., 
Inc., Nacogdoches, Tex., Docket No. 
16382, File No. BPH-4730; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

At prehearing conference held today in 
this proceeding motion was made to put 
off the hearing until action is had upon 
a pending rulemaking to add another 
channel in Nacogdoches. The prospect 
that extended trial may be avoided here 
is sufficient to carry the motion. Ac- 
cordingly, it is ordered, This 26th day 
of January 1966, that the hearing now 
scheduled for February 17, 1966, is con¬ 
tinued to March 18, 1966. 

Released: January 26, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 66-1098; Filed. Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.[ 


[Docket Nos. 16310. 16311; FCC 66M-143J 

WILKESBORO BROADCASTING CO. 

AND WILKES COUNTY RADIO 

Order Continuing Prehearing 
Conference 

In re applications of Fletcher R. Smith 
and Madge P. Smith, doing business as 
Wilkesboro Broadcasting Co., Wilkes- 
boro, N.C., Docket No. 16310, File No. 
BP-16466; Paul L. Cashion and J. B. 
Wilson, Jr., doing business as Wilkes 
County Radio, Wilkesboro, N.C., Docket 
No. 16311, File No. BP-16556; for con¬ 
struction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a communication dated 
January 25, 1966, on behalf of both ap¬ 
plicants requesting that the prehearing 
conference, now scheduled for January 
28, be continued to February 24, 1966; 

It appearing, that the applicants have 
agreed to merge and appropriate plead¬ 
ings are now being readied for submis¬ 
sion to the Commission respecting said 
merger; 

It further appearing, that counsel for 
the respondent, Wilkes Broadcasting Co., 
and the Commission’s Broadcast Bureau 
have consented to a grant of the appli¬ 
cants’ request; 

It further appearing, that good cause 
exists why said request should be 
granted; 

Accordingly, it is ordered , This 26th 
day of January 1966, that the applicants’ 
request is granted and the prehearing 
conference, now scheduled for January 
28, be and the same is hereby resched¬ 
uled for February 24, 1966, 9 a.m., in the 
Commission’s Offices, Washington, D.C. 


Released: January 26, 1966. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1099; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 
8:47 a.m. [ 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

[No. 65-41J 

PACIFIC FAR EAST LINES 

Alleged Rebates; Order Denying 
Motion of Respondent 

Pacific Far East Lines—Alleged re¬ 
bates to Foremost Dairies, Inc., Connell 
Bros. Co., Ltd., and Advance Mill Supply 
Corp.; order denying motion of respond¬ 
ent Pacific Far East Lines to amend order 
of investigation and clarification and 
amendment of order of investigation. 

The order of investigation in this pro¬ 
ceeding served November 17, 1965, al¬ 
leges that Pacific Far East Line (PFEL) 
induces certain favored substantial ship- 
pern to utilize its services in return for 
which PFEL agrees to purchase fuel oil 
from said shippers in violation of section 
16 of the Shipping Act, 1916. This order 
is confined to shipments in the foreign 
trade. 

By petition to clarify and amend said 
order, dated December 16, 1965, Hearing 
Counsel request amendment of the order 
to include domestic offshore trade, in¬ 
asmuch as an intervener, Ambros, Inc., 
located in Guam, and using PFEL’s serv¬ 
ice, states that it is in competition with 
one of the favored shippers receiving the 
alleged rebate, Connell Bros., and that 
it is being injured by the alleged viola¬ 
tion. 

PFEL offers no objection to the above 
petition, but by motion to amend order 
of investigation, filed January 5, 1966, 
alleges that reciprocity; i.e., the practice 
of carriers buying supplies from shippers 
to obtain their shipments, is a common 
practice in the shipping industry, that it 
would be unfair to single out PFEL for 
investigation and possible punishment, 
and therefore that this investigation 
should be enlarged to cover the whole 
industry. 

This proceeding is directed toward the 
resolution of the single issue of the 
existence of rebates by PFEL to the other 
three respondents which can be accom¬ 
plished without inquiry into the broader 
question of reciprocity. Moreover, the 
problem of the existence of the rebating 
alleged here may become submerged in 
a broader proceeding to the detriment of 
the specific interest of an intervening 
shipper. 

Therefore, it is ordered, That: 

1. The motion of respondent Pacific 
Far East Lines to amend the order of 
investigation is denied; and 

2. The order of investigation served 
November 17, 1965, is amended as fol¬ 
lows: 
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(a) The words “and domestic offshore 
ports in the Pacific" be added after the 
words “between United States Pacific 
Coast Ports and foreign ports" in line 13 
on page 2; and 

(b) The following are added after the 
paragraph numbered (2) on page 2: 

(3) In violation of section 18(b)(3) of 
the Shipping Act, 1916, as amended, or 
section 2 of the Intercoastal Shipping 
Act, 1933, as amended; and 

(4) The result of an unfair or unjustly 
discriminatory contract based on volume 
of freight in violation of section 14, 
Fourth of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended; and 

(5) An undue or unreasonable prefer¬ 
ence or advantage in violation of sec¬ 
tion 16, First of the Shipping Act, 1916, 
as amended. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Thomas Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1081; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:46 am.] 


TRANS-ATLANTIC PASSENGER 
STEAMSHIP CONFERENCE 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and ob¬ 
tain a copy of the agreement at the 
Washington Office of the Federal Mari¬ 
time Commission, 1321 H Street NW., 
Room 609; or may inspect agreements at 
the offces of the District Managers. New 
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., and San 
Francisco, Calif. Comments with ref¬ 
erence to an agreement including a re¬ 
quest for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C., 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register. 
A copy of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should Indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of Agreement Filed for Approval 
by; 

Mr. D. I. Knowles. Chairman and Secretary. 

Trans-Atlantic Passenger Steamship Con¬ 
ference, 17 Battery Place. New York. N.Y., 

10004. 

Agreement 120-82, between the mem¬ 
ber lines of the Trans-Atlantic Passenger 
Steamship Conference, modifies Regula¬ 
tion 12.B(1) of Annex 2 to the basic 
agreement, entitled “Regulations Gov¬ 
erning Sub-Agencies." to provide that 
sub-agencies located in other than the 
metropolitan eligible list territories or 
those located elsewhere who request prior 
approval to relocate into such territories 
shall submit the request for approval of 
the change directly to the Secretary of 
the Trans-Atlantic Passenger Steamship 
Conference for consideration by the 


Committee on Control of Sub-Agencies, 
and to delete the provisions of Regula¬ 
tion 12B(1) (a) and (b) therefrom. The 
language of Administrative Rules E-1.B, 
E-6.B( 1), and E-6.D(4) and Standard 
4A of Regulation 18 of Annex 2 entitled 
“Standards for Sub-Agency Eligibility in 
Metropolitan Eligibile List Territories" 
has been revised to conform to the fore¬ 
going revision of Regulation 12.B<1) of 
Annex 2 and to other changes effected in 
the basic agreement. Changes made in 
Administrative Rules and Standards are 
filed with the Commission for informa¬ 
tion purposes only. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: January 26,1966. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R, Doc. 66-1082; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:46 a.m.] 


AVILA SHIPPING CO. ET AL. 

Independent Ocean Freight Forward¬ 
ers Applications; Notice of Revi¬ 
sions; Changes of Address 

Notice is hereby given of corrections of 
changes which appeared in (31 F.R. 916) 
the following independent ocean freight 
forwarder licenses. 

Address Changes 

Avila Shipping Co., 80 Broad Street, New 
York, N.Y.; License No. 445 not License No. 
690 as previously reported. 

R. W. Smith & Co., 1305 Prairie, Houston, 
Tex.; License No. 346 not License No. 246 as 
previously reported. 

A. F. Burstrom & Son, Inc., Suite 2030, 
Guardian Building, Detroit, Mich.; License 
No. 1105, Reissued December 30. 1965, not 
License No. 22 as previously reported. 

Dated: January 27, 1966. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 

[FJR. Doc. 66-1080; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Maritime Administration 

AMERICAN EXPORT ISBRANDTSEN 
LINES, INC. 

Notice of Application for Approval of 
Certain Cruises 

Notice is hereby given that American 
Export Isbrandtsen Lines, Inc., acting 
pursuant to Public Law 87-45, has ap¬ 
plied to the Maritime Administration 
for approval of the following cruises by 
the SS Independence: 


Departs 
New York 

Arrives 
New York 

Ports of call 

1966 
July 30 
Aug. 6 
Aug. 13 

1966 
Aug. 6 
Aug. 13 
Aug. 20 

San Juan and St. Thomas. 
San Juan and St. Thomas. 
San Juan and St Thomas. 


The foregoing cruises are in addition 
to those previously published in the 


Federal Register issue of July 13. 1965 
(F.R. 8801-8802) and approved by the 
Maritime Subsidy Board on December 28, 

1965. 

Any person, firm or corporation hav¬ 
ing an interest, within the meaning of 
Public Law 87-45, in the foregoing who 
desires to offer data, views, and argu¬ 
ments should submit the same in writing, 
in triplicate, to the Secretary, Maritime 
Subsidy Board, Washington, D.C., 20235, 
by the close of business on February 8, 

1966. In the event an opportunity to 
present oral argument is also desired, 
specific reason for such request should 
also be included. The Maritime Subsidy 
Board will consider these comments and 
views and take such action with respect 
thereto as in its discretion it deems 
warranted. 

By Order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

Dated: January 28, 1966. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 

Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 66-1188; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:47 a.m.l 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket No. SA-389) 

ACCIDENT AT CARMEL, N.Y. 

Notice of Hearing 

In the matter of investigation of acci¬ 
dent involving aircraft of U.S. Registry 
N748TW and N6213C, which occurred at 
Carmel, N.Y., on December 4, 1965. 

Notice is hereby given that an Acci¬ 
dent Investigation Hearing in the above 
matter will be held commencing at 9:30 
a.m., Lt., on Thursday, February 10,1966, 
in the second floor Meeting Hall of the 
Carnegie International Center Building, 
345 East 46th Street, at United Nations 
Plaza, New York City N.Y. 

Tliis notice cancels and supersedes my 
previous notice dated January 17, 1966. 
in the above entitled matter. 

Dated this 27th day of January 1966. 

[seal] Donald W. Madole, 

Hearing Officer . 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1089; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966: 

8:46 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Noe. RI66-255, etc.] 

H. L. HUNT ET AL. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes 
in Rates 1 

January 21,1966. 

The Respondents named herein have 
filed proposed increased rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched¬ 
ules for sales of natural gas under Com¬ 
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix A hereof. 

1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 
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The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, 
unduly discriminatory, or preferential, 
or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the pub¬ 
lic interest and consistent with the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act that the Commission enter 
upon hearings regarding the lawfulness 
of the proposed changes, and that the 
supplements herein be suspended and 
their use be deferred as ordered below. 

The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 


4 and 15, the regulations pertaining 
thereto (18 CFR Ch. I), and the Com¬ 
mission’s rules of practice and procedure, 
public hearings shall be held concerning 
the lawfulness of the proposed changes. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein are 
suspended and their use deferred until 
date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 

appendix a 


plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D.C., 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before March 9, 1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 









Effective 


Cents per Mcf 

Rate In 



Rate 

Supple¬ 

ment 


Amount 

Date 

date 

Date 



effect sub¬ 

Docket 

Respondent 

sched- 

Purchaser and producing area 

of 

filing 

unless 

sus¬ 

Rato In 

Proposed 

ject to 

No. 

ulo No. 

No. 

annual 

tendered 

SU8- 

pended 

refund in 






increase 

()cnded 

until— 

effect 

increased 

rate 

docket Nos. 

It 166-255... 

H. L. Hunt (Opera¬ 
tor), etal, 1401 Elm 
St., Dallas, Tex., 
75202. 

_do. 

34 

2 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Alvin City Field, Brazoria County, 

$10,000 

12-22-65 

3 1-22-66 

6-22-66 

•17.0 

• 4 19.0 


’ 



Tex.) (R.R. District No. 3). 









35 

2 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Alta Loma Field, Galveston 

3,000 

12-22-65 

3 1-22-66 

6-22-66 

•17.0 

• 4 19.0 












County, Tex.) (R.R. District No. 3). 




6-22-66 

■17.0 

• 4 19.0 


K106-256.— 

Caroline nunt Bands, 

9 

6 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

3,000 

12-22-65 

3 1-22-60 



1401 Elm St., Dal¬ 
las, Tex.. 75202. 



(Chenango Field, Brazoria County, 
Tex.) (R.R. District No. 3). 



6-22-66 

•17.0 

• 4 19.0 


R160-257... 

Caroline Hunt Trust 

4 

6 


600 

12-22-65 

3 1-22-66 


Estate, 1401 Elm 

St., Dallas, Tex., 
75202. 

Lamar nunt Trust 












RIG6-258... 

U 

6 

_do.... 

2,000 

12-22-65 

3 1-22-66 

6-22-66 

*17.0 

* 4 19.0 


Estate, 1401 Elm 

St., Dallas, Tex., 













75202. 









* 4 19.0 


RI66-259... 

Nelson Bunker Hunt, 
1401 Elm St., Dal¬ 

12 

6 

.do . 

400 

12-22-65 

>1-22-66 

6-22-66 

•17.0 





R166-260... 

las, Tex., 75202. 
Placid Oil Co., (Oper¬ 

33 

5 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 

8,886 

12-27-65 

>1-27-60 

6-27-66 

•17.0 

* 4 19. 0 



ator), et al., 2500 



(Alta Loma Area, Galveston 









First National 



County, Tex.) (R.R. District No. 









Rank Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 



3). 





•16.0 

• 4 18.0 


RIG6-261... 

Lamar Hunt (Op¬ 

11 

3 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(Zoller Field, Calhoun County, Tex.) 

6,000 

12-22-65 

>1-22-66 

6-22-60 



erator), ct al., 










1401 Elm St., 

Dallas, Tex., 75202. 



(R.R. District No. 2). 









: The stated effective date Is the 1st day after expiration of tho statutory notice. « Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.i.a. 

1 “Fractured" rate Increase not to exceed the moratorium level provided by order * Conditioned initial rote provided by order issued Sept. 22,1965. 

issued Sept. 22, 1065. 


All of the Respondents (referred to 
herein collectively as Hunt) request that 
the Commission waive the statutory no¬ 
tice requirement and the 5-month sus¬ 
pension period and permit their proposed 
change in rate to become effective as of 
September 22, 1965, or, if suspension is 
necessary, that the suspension period be 
limited to 1 day. Good cause has not 
been shown for waiving the 30-day notice 
requirement provided in section 4(d) of 
the Natural Gas Act to permit earlier 
effective dates for Hunt’s rate filings or 
for shortening to 1 day the suspension 
periods with respect thereto and such 
requests are denied. 

All of the producers* proposed in¬ 
creased rates and charges exceed the 
applicable area price level for increased 
rates as set forth in the Commission’s 
Statement of General Policy No. 61-1, as 
amended (18 CFR, Chapter I, Part 2, 
§2.56). 

[F-R. Doc. 66-1041; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:45 ft.m.l 


(Docket Nos. RI66-248 etc.) 

TENNECO OIL CO. 

Order Providing for Hearings on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes 
in Rates 1 

January 21,1966. 

The Respondents named herein have 
filed proposed increased rates and 
charges of currently effective rate sched¬ 
ules for sales of natural gas under Com¬ 
mission jurisdiction, as set forth in Ap¬ 
pendix A hereof. 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is in the 
public interest and consistent with the 
Natural Gas Act that the Commission 
enter upon hearings regarding the law¬ 
fulness of the proposed changes, and 
that the supplements herein be sus¬ 
pended and their use be deferred as or¬ 
dered below. 


1 Does not consolidate for hearing or dis¬ 
pose of the several matters herein. 


The Commission orders: (A) Under 
the Natural Gas Act, particularly sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15, t he re gulations pertain¬ 
ing thereto (18 CFR Ch. I), and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, public hearings shall be held con¬ 
cerning the lawfulness of the proposed 
changes. 

(B) Pending hearings and decisions 
thereon, the rate supplements herein 
are suspended and their use deferred 
until date shown in the “Date Suspended 
Until” column, and thereafter until made 
effective as prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Until otherwise ordered by the 
Commission, neither the suspended sup¬ 
plements, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered, shall be changed until dis¬ 
position of these proceedings or expira¬ 
tion of the suspension period. 

(D) Notices of intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D C., 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f)) on or before March 9, 1966. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 
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Cents per Mcf 

Rate in 



Rate 

Sup¬ 

ple- 


Amount 

Date 

Effective 

Date sus¬ 



effect sub¬ 

Docket 

Respondent 

sched- 

Purchaser and producing area 

of annual 

filing 

date 

pended 



ject to 

No. 

nic 

ment 

increase 

tendered 

unless sus¬ 

until— 

Rate in 

Proposed 

refund in 



No. 

No. 




pended 


effect 

increased 

docket 










rate 

Nos. 

RIG6-248... 

TeJincco Oil Co. (Op¬ 
erator). et al.. Post 

•22 

4 

Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering 

$2,148 

12-22-65 

«1-22-66 

6-22-66 

11.0 

••12.0 




Corp.* (Ringwood Field, Major 








Office Box 2511, 



County, Okla.) (Oklahoma “Other” 









Houston, Tex., 

77001. 



Area). 








RI66-249... 

Nafco Oil and Gas, 

7 

8 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. 

1,524 

12-22-65 

7 1-22-66 

6-22-60 

•14.4248 

• • • 15.4248 


Inc., 922 Americana 



(Carthage Field, Panola County, 
Tex.) (R.R. District No. 6). 








Bldg., Houston, 

Tex., 77002. 










RI66-250... 

Sunray DX Oil Co., 

•204 

it 2 

Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Co. 

1,655 

12-22-05 

7 1-22-66 

6-22-66 

9.8262 

« » 16.0 



Post Office Box 

2039, Tulsa 2, Okla. 



^Ilugoton Field, Stevens County, 







BI66-251... 

Marathon Oil Co., 539 

33 

3 

Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. 

165 

12-23-65 

7 1-23-66 

6-23-66 

>15.0 

* • »16.0 


South Main St., 



(Nichols Field, Kiowa County, 









Findlay, Ohio, 

45840. 



Kans.). 








R I66-252„. 

OXLI Partnership, 

•1 

1 

Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering 

1,227 

1- 3-66 

•2- 3-66 

7- 3-66 

11.0 

••12.0 


Post Office Box 1797, 
Tulsa, Okla 



Corp. 3 (Ringwood Field, Major 
County, Okla.) (Oklahoma “Other” 












Area). 






• * 12.0 


BIGG 253... 

Big Chief Drilling 

Co., Post Office Box 

•12 

3 

.---do. 3 . 

2,161 

1- 3-66 

7 2- 3-66 

7- 3-66 

11.0 








14837, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., 73114. 







» Oklahoma Natural Gas Gathering Corp. classed as a pipeline company in itf 
certificate (061-1408) for resale of gas to Cit ies Service Gas Co. at an initial rate o 
17.5 cents per Mcf which is effective rate at this time. Buyer has filed its related 
increase to 18.5 cents per Mcf which is currently suspended In Docket No. RP66-19 
until June 1, I960. National Fuels Corp. (successor to Warren Petroleum Corp.) 
jointly purchases gas for liquids only. 

* The suited effective dale is the 1st day after oxplratlon of the statutory notice. 

« Basic contract dated after Sept. 28, I960, the date of issuance of General Policy 
Statement No. 61-1. 

»Periodic rate increase. 

• Pressure base is 14.65 p.s.La. 


»The stated effective date is the effective date requested by Respondent. 

1 Subject to a downward B.t.u. adjustment. 

• Supersedes Sunray’s FPC Gas Rate Schedule No. 63 with respect togas produced 
below' the top of Morrowan Series. (The superseding contract comprising Rato 
Schedule No. 204 provides for production from three different depths with separate 
periodic pricing provisions for each depth. Prior to the instant filing Rate Schedule 
No. 204 superseded Rate Schedule No. 63 only with respect to the shallow depth 
formation.) 

»• Applicable to gas below the top of Morrowan 8eries. 

*> Renegotiated rate increase. 


Tenneco Oil Co. (Operator), et al., (Ten¬ 
neco) request that their proposed rate In¬ 
crease be permitted to become effective as of 
January 1, 1966. OXLI Partnership (OXLI) 
requests an effective date of February 1, 1966. 
Good cause has not been shown for waiving 
the 30-day notice requirement provided in 
section 4(d) of the Natural Gas Act to permit 
earlier effective dates for Tenneco and OXU’s 
rate filings and such requests are denied. 

All of the producers' proposed increased 
rates and charges exceed the applicable area 
price level for increased rates as set forth in 
the Commission’s Statement of G eneral Pol¬ 
icy No. 61-1, as amended (18 CFR, Chapter I, 
Part 2. §2.56). 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1042; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:45 a.m. j 


[Docket No. E-7206) 

DETROIT EDISON CO. AND 
CONSUMERS POWER CO. 

Notice of Application 

January 28,1966. 

Take notice that on January 26, 1966, 
the Detroit Edison Co. (Edison), incorpo¬ 
rated under the laws of the State of 
New York, and doing business in the 
State of Michigan with its principal 
place of business at Detroit, Mich., and 
Consumers Power Co. (Consumers), in¬ 
corporated under the laws of the State 
of Maine, and doing business in the 
State of Michigan, filed a joint applica¬ 
tion for authority, pursuant to section 
202(e) of the Federal Power Act, to ex¬ 
port electric energy from the United 
States to Canada of not to exceed 
1,000,000,000 kilowatt hours per year at 
a maximum transmission rate of not to 
exceed 750,000 kva. 

Edison has previously been authorized 
to transmit to the Hydro-Electric Power 


planning for future bulk power supply 
and their day-to-day operations and the 
inclusion of Consumers as a third party 
provides a broader base for mutual as¬ 
sistance during war or peacetime emer¬ 
gencies and for effecting operating 
economies. 

The application is “for reinstatement 
of and amendment to" an earlier appli¬ 
cation filed on November 13. 1964. The 
subject application includes a proposed 
contract between the Michigan Pool 
(which consists of both Applicants) and 
the Hydro Electric Power Commission of 
Ontario. 

The Commission set the earlier appli¬ 
cation for hearing on “whether the re¬ 
strictions imposed on Hydro’s freedom of 
operation” by the contract proposed in 
the earlier application and Supplement C 
thereto, impeded or tended to impede co¬ 
ordination within the meaning of section 
202(e) and whether those restrictions 
were consistent with the public interest. 

On September 24, 1965, the Commis¬ 
sion terminated the earlier proceeding 
for want of prosecution, without prej¬ 
udice to reinstatement of the application 
at any time. 

The amendment to the proposed con¬ 
tract provides for the addition to Supple¬ 
ment C, the following paragraph six: 

The foregoing operating instructions shall 
remain in effect subject to the proviso that 
they shall not interfere with any of the com¬ 
panies or entities, parties hereto, obtaining 
any significant economies of generation and 
transmission available through operating or 
planning coordination with any other elec¬ 
tric utility. If any of the companies or en¬ 
tities, parties hereto, become satisfied that 
compliance with the operating instructions 
of Supplement C wUl prevent such coordina¬ 
tion and the resulting economies or improved 
reliability of bulk power supply, then, after 
notice, these operating instructions may be 


Commission of Ontario (Hydro) not to 
exceed 1,000,000,000 kwh of electric en¬ 
ergy per year at a rate not to exceed 
600,000 kva. Edison’s transmission was 
pursuant to an Interconnection Agree¬ 
ment between Edison and Hydro through 
which the facilities of Edison and Hydro 
were operated in coordination. Appli¬ 
cants propose to replace that coordina¬ 
tion agreement with a new agreement 
coordinating the facilities of Consumers, 
Edison and Hydro. 

Coordination under the earlier Agree¬ 
ment had been accomplished over two 
transmission ties, one over the Detroit 
River connecting Edison’s Waterman 
Station located on the property of its 
Delray Power Plant in Detroit, Mich., 
with Hydro’s J. Clark Keith generating 
station near. Windsor, Ontario, and an¬ 
other over the St. Clair River between 
Edison’s Marysville Station at its Marys¬ 
ville Power Plant near Marysville, Mich., 
and Hydro’s Sarnia transformer station 
located in the vicinity of Sarnia, Ontario. 
Edison proposes to add another trans¬ 
mission line tie over the St. Clair River 
to connect its St. Clair Station located on 
the site of its St. Clair Power Plant in 
East China Township near St. Clair, 
Mich., and Hydro’s Lamb ton generating 
station to be located near Courtright, 
Ontario. The line proposed in the 
amended application is to be operated 
initially at 120 kv rather than at 230 kv 
as had been provided in the earlier appli¬ 
cation. As in the earlier application, it 
is designed for conversion to 345 kv. The 
line will connect the St. Clair 120 kv bus 
to the 115 kv bus at Sarnia via a 120/115 
kv regulating transformer which accord¬ 
ing to the application is rated at 150,000 
kva. 

According to the application, Con¬ 
sumers and Edison fully coordinate their 
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disregarded to the extent that they interfere 
with such coordination. 

The last sentence of paragraph 1 of 
Supplement C is revised to read: 

Therefore, as In the past and except as may 
be provided herein, any energy which Michi¬ 
gan may export to Hydro Is to be used only 
In Canada, and any energy which Michigan 
may Import from Hydro is to be generated 
wholly within Canada. 

Article n of the proposed contract has 
been amended by inserting the following 
as the first clause of subclause (C) so that 
it will read: 

(C) Subject to the provisions of Supple¬ 
ment C hereto, as amended, the condition 
that • • •. 

Article XII of the proposed contract 
has been amended so that it reads as 
follows: 

This agreement shall terminate if at any 
time any of the conditions of Article II 
hereof shall cease to be satisfied except as 
provided In paragraph six of Supplement C 
as amended. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to the 
application should on or before Febru¬ 
ary 16, 1966, file with the Federal Power 
Commission. Washington, D.C., 20426, 
petitions or protests in accordance with 
the Commissio n's r ules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). The 
application is on file with the Commis¬ 
sion and available for public inspection. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[PH. Doc. 66-1141; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:47 am.| 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice 1293] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

January 27,1966. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and Regulations pre¬ 
scribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 179), 
appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s spe¬ 
cial rules of practice any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the 
date of publication of this notice. Pur¬ 
suant to section 17(8) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act, the filing of such a peti¬ 
tion will postpone the effective date of 
the order in that proceeding pending its 
disposition. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their pe¬ 
titions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-68188. By order of Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Mrs. Sue S. Lan- 
caster, doing business as Lancaster 
Transfer. 411-413 West Seventh Street, 


West Point, Ga.. of the operating rights 
issued December 7, 1964, in Certificate 
No. MC-69101, in the name of Jesse 
Gaines Lancaster, doing business as 
Lancaster Transfer, West Point. Ga., au¬ 
thorizing the transportation, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of household goods, office 
furniture and equipment, and store fix¬ 
tures. between West Point. Ga., and 
points within 10 miles thereof, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Alabama and Georgia. 

No. MC-FC-68326. By order of Jan¬ 
uary 25. 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Key Trucking Co., 
Inc., Cicero, Ill., of certificate of regis¬ 
tration in No. MC-120542 (Sub-No. 1), 
issued November 15, 1963, to Pearson 
Motor Service, Inc., Crystal Lake, HI., 
authorizing certain operations in Illi¬ 
nois. Eugene L. Cohn, 1 North La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill., 60602, attorney for 
applicants. 

No. MC-FC—68397. By order of Jan¬ 
uary 25, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Alvan Motor 
Freight, Inc., Kalamazoo, Mich., of 
certificate of registration in No. MC- 
1395 (Sub-No. 5), issued December 22, 
1965, to Charles A. Van Zoeren. doing 
business as Alvan Motor Freight, Kala¬ 
mazoo, Mich.; authorizing certain oper¬ 
ations in Michigan. Walter N. Biene- 
man, 1 Woodward Avenue, Detroit, 
Mich., 48226, attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-68398. By order of Jan¬ 
uary 25, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Bernard J. 
Facchino and Robert B. Facchino, a 
Partnership, doing business as Facchino 
Lines, San Jose. Calif., 95113, of cer¬ 
tificate in No. MC-74093, issued June 1, 
1949, to Bernard J. Facchino, doing 
business as Facchino Freight Lines, San 
Jose, Calif., 95112; authorizing the 
transportation of: Canned goods and 
dried fruits, from San Jose. Calif., to 
San Francisco, Calif. Henry T. Yamate, 
1035 North Fourth Street, San Jose, 
Calif., 95112, representative for appli¬ 
cants. 

No. MC-FC-68422. By order of Jan¬ 
uary 26, 1966, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Keith Schultz and 
Allen C. Lunt, a Partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as B & W Wrecker Service, Post 
Office Box 1492 (3d and Broad Street) 
Boise, Idaho, 83701, of the operating 
rights issued January 31, 1955, in Cer¬ 
tificate No. MC-111647, to Black and 
White Cab Co., a corporation. Post Office 
Box 1596, Boise, Idaho, 83701; author¬ 
izing the transportation, over irregular 
routes, of wrecked or disabled motor ve¬ 
hicles, between points in Baker, Mal¬ 
heur. and Harney Counties, Oreg., on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
Washington, Payette, Gem, Canyon, 
Ada, and Elmore Counties, Idaho, and 
between points in Humboldt County, 
Nev., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ada County, Idaho. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

• Secretary . 

[PR. Doc. 6G-1083; Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 

✓ 8:46 a.m.J 


[Notice No. 124J 

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 

AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 

January 27,1966. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules in Ex Parte No. MC 67, (49 
CFR Part 240), published in the Federal 
Register, issue of April 27, 1965, effec¬ 
tive July 1, 1965. The rules provide 
that protests to the granting of an ap¬ 
plication must be filed with the field 
official named in the Federal Register 
publication, within 15 calendar days 
after the date notice of the filing of the 
application is published in the Federal 
Register. One copy of such protests 
must be served on the applicant, or its 
authorized representative, if any, and 
the protests must certify that such serv¬ 
ice has been made. The protest must 
be specific as the service which such 
Protestant can and will offer, and must 
consist of a signed original and six (6) 
copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined, at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in 
the field office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 58813 (Sub-No. 76 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: SEL- 

MAN’S EXPRESS, INC., 460 West 35th 
Street, New York, N.Y., 10001. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: Solomon Granett, 
1740 Broadway, New York, N.Y. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wearing apparel, 
loose, on hangers only, from Mont¬ 
gomery, Ala., and Tuscaloosa, Ala., to 
Hoboken, N.J., and North Bergen, N.J., 
and materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of wearing apparel, from 
Hoboken, N.J., and North Bergen, N.J., 
to Montgomery and Tuscaloosa, Ala., for 
150 days. Supporting shippers: Co-Ed 
Sportswear, 2412 Greensboro Avenue, 
Tuscaloosa, Ala., and Brumby Sales Co., 
Inc., 210 Pollard Street, Montgomery, 
Ala. Send protests to: Stephen P. Tom- 
any, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 346 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 103880 (Sub-No. 357 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: PRO¬ 
DUCERS TRANSPORT, INC.. 215 East 
Waterloo Road, Post Office Box 7211, 
Akron, Ohio, 44306. Applicant's rep¬ 
resentative: Ronald Burian, % 215 East 
Waterloo Road, Akron. Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: P ana flex, from Fort 
Wayne. Ind., to Three Rivers, Mich., for 
120 days. Supporting shipper: Amoco 
Chemicals Corp., 130 East Randolph 
Drive, Chicago 1, Ill. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor G. J. Baccei, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 31, NO. 21—-TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 1966 





1258 


NOTICES 


Bureau of Operations and Compliance, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 435 
Federal Building Cleveland, Ohio, 44114. 

No. MC 111729 (Sub-No. 131 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: AR¬ 

MORED CARRIER CORPORATION. 
222-17 Northern Boulevard, De Bevoise 
Building, Bayside, N.Y., 11361. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: J. K. Murphy 
(same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Business pavers, busi¬ 
ness records and computer audit and ac¬ 
counting media (data processing ma¬ 
terial) and payroll checks (except plant 
removals) (a) from Niagara Falls, N.Y., 
to Buffalo, N.Y.; (b) from Pittsburgh, 
Pa., to Clarksburg, W. Va.; (c) from Ni¬ 
agara Falls, N.Y., to Clarksburg, W. Va.; 
(2) Business papers, business records 
and computer audit and accounting 
media (data processing material) (ex¬ 
cept plant removals) (a) from Clarks¬ 
burg, W. Va., to Pittsburgh, Pa.; (b) from 
Buffalo, N.Y., to Niagara Falls, N.Y.; (c) 
from Clarksburg, W. Va., to Niagara 
Falls, N.Y., for 150 days. Supporting 
shipper: Union Carbide Corp., Carbon 
Products Division, 270 Park Avenue, New 
York, N.Y., 10017. Send protests to: 
E. N. Carignan, District Supervisor, Bu¬ 
reau of Operations and Compliance, In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission, 346 
Broadway, New York. N.Y., 10013. 

No. MC 112372 (Sub-No. 8 TA) (Cor¬ 
rection), filed December 21, 1965, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of Decem¬ 
ber 29, 1965, and republished as cor- 
rec ted this issue. Applicant: CLARENCE 
G. JEWELL, Post Office Box 703, Lees¬ 
burg, Va. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier , by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products and meat byprod¬ 
ucts (section A, appendix I to the report 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif¬ 
icates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766), from Pur- 
cellville, Va., to the plantsite of Hahn, 
Inc., Westminster, Md.. and return with 
refused or rejected shipments, for 150 
days. Supporting shipper: Hahn’s Inc., 
Westminster, Md., Attention: Joseph H. 
Hahn, Jr. Send protests to: Robert D. 
Caldwell, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations and Compliance, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 1220, 
Washington, D.C., 20423. Note: The 
purpose of this republication is to add 
meats to the commodities proposed to be 
transported, inadvertently omitted from 
previous publication. 

No. MC 116063 (Sub-No. 88 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: WEST¬ 
ERN-COMMERCIAL TRANSPORT, 
INC., 2400 Cold Springs Road, Post Office 
Box 270, Fort Worth, Tex., 76111. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lacquer, in bulk, 
from Oklahoma City, Okla., to Americus, 
Ga.; Grand Island, Nebr., City of Indus¬ 
tries. Calif.; Alma, Mich., and Hazelton, 
Pa., for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
William H. Smith, general manager, 
Gemini Products, Inc., Post Office Box 
82607, Oklahoma City, Okla. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Ralph Bezner, District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations and Com¬ 
pliance, Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 


sion, 816 T & P Building, Fort Worth, 
Tex., 76102. 

No. MC 127238 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: DORO¬ 
THY R. ZUMMO, doing business as AIR 
DELIVERY SERVICE. 521 Cedar Ave¬ 
nue, Scranton, Pa. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Russell S. Bernhard, 1625 K 
Street NW., Washington, D.C., 20006. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, live¬ 
stock, classes A and B explosives, com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission and commodities in bulk), be¬ 
tween the Philadelphia International 
Airport, Pa., the John F. Kennedy Inter¬ 
national Airport, New York, N.Y., and 
the Newark Airport, N.J., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Lacka¬ 
wanna, Luzerne. Wayne, Monroe, Pike, 
Susquehanna, Wyoming, Lehigh, and 
Northampton Counties, Pa., restricted to 
shipments having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air, for 180 days. Sup¬ 
porting shippers: There are approxi¬ 
mately 25 letters of support attached to 
the application which may be examined 
here at the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Kenneth R. Davis, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations and 
Compliance, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Room 309 U.S. Post Office Build¬ 
ing, Scranton, Pa. 

No. MC 127786 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant: CON¬ 

TRACT CARRIER, INC., 1147 West Oak¬ 
land Avenue, Rock Hill, S.C. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: H. Overton Kemp, 
Post Office Box 20202, Charlotte. N.C., 
28202. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Boxes, 
fiberboard , without wooden frames (pa¬ 
per boxes) corrugated knocked down flat, 
or not corrugated knocked down flat; 
pulpboard, paper or pulp lined fiber con¬ 
tent consisting of not less than 80 percent 
wood pulp, corrugated or not corrugated; 
wrappers, fiberboard. corrugated or not 
corrugated, flat or folded flat; partitions, 
fillers for packing fiberboard, flat, 
knocked down flat, or folded flat, cor¬ 
rugated or not corrugated; and/or scrap 
paper (not sensitized) machine com¬ 
pressed, (A) from the plantsite of 
Owens-Illinois, Inc., Forest Products Di¬ 
vision, near Newberry, S.C., to points in 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Virginia; (B) from Salis¬ 
bury. N.C., to the above plantsite near 
Newberry, S.C.; Rolls of pulpboard, fiber 
content consisting of not less than 80 
percent wood pulp, not corrugated, and 
other materials and supplies, used or use¬ 
ful in the manufacture of the above-de¬ 
scribed commodities, from points in 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Virginia, to the plantsite 
named in (a) above, near Newberry, S.C. 
Applicant states that if the authority 
sought is granted that service will be un¬ 
der a continuing contract with Owens- 
Illinois, Inc., Forest Products Division, 
General Offices, Toledo, Ohio, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Owens-Illi¬ 


nois, Toledo, Ohio, 43601. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Arthur B. Abercrombie, District 
Supervisor, Bureau of Operations and 
Compliance, Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, 509 Federal Office Building, 901 
Sumter Street, Columbia, S.C., 29201. 

Motor Carriers of Passengers 

No. MC 110373 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
January 24, 1966. Applicant:* NORTH¬ 
EAST COACH LINES, 730 Madison Av¬ 
enue, Paterson, N.J. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: David Millner, 1060 Broad 
Street, Newark, N.J. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
Passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers, between 
Franklin, N.J., and McAfee, N.J., from 
Franklin over New Jersey Highway 23 to 
junction New Jersey Highway 94, thence 
over New Jersey Highway 94 to McAfee, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points. Applicant pro¬ 
poses to join the above route to its exist¬ 
ing route between New York, N.Y., and 
Franklin. N.J., and provide through serv¬ 
ice without change from McAfee, N.J., to 
New York, N.Y., for 150 days. Support¬ 
ing shipper: Great Gorge Ski Area, Inc.. 
Box 848, McAfee, N.J., 07428. Send pro¬ 
tests to: Joel Morrows. District Super¬ 
visor, Bureau of Operations and Compli¬ 
ance, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
1060 Broad Street, Newark, N.J., 07102. 

By the Commission. 

IsealI H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1084; Filed. Jan. 31, 1986: 

8:46 ajn.j 


[No. 346671 

MIDDLEWEST, CENTRAL AND 
SOUTHWEST STATES 

Per-Shipment Charges and Minimum 
Charges 

January 26, 1966. 

On January 19, 1966, an order was 
published in Volume 31 at page 735 of 
the Federal Register. Due to an error 
in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the sixth order¬ 
ing paragraph of such order, notice is 
hereby given that those two paragraphs 
are corrected to read as follows: 

(4) Protestants desiring to cross- 
examine witnesses who have submitted 
verified statements may give notice in 
writing of such request to affiant and his 
counsel, if any, on or before May 23, 
1966; 

(5) Respondents desiring to cross- 
examine witnesses who have submitted 
verified statements may give notice in 
writing of such request to affiant and his 
counsel, if any, on or before June 14, 
1966; 

The date of May 31, 1966, appearing in 
the eighth paragraph of the sixth order¬ 
ing clause should be changed to read 
April 15,1966. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 66-1085; Filed, Jan. 31, 1966; 
8:46 a.m.J 
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FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 

January 27, 1966. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of prac¬ 
tice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 
days from the date of publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 40265— Superphosphate to 
Jeffersonville , Ind. Filed by O. W. South, 
Jr., agent (No. A4834), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on superphosphate, not 
defluorinated superphosphate, nor feed 
grade superphosphate, in bulk, in car¬ 
loads, from Florida producing points, to 
Jeffersonville, Ind. 

Grounds for relief—Rail-barge compe¬ 
tition. 

Tariff—Supplement 29 to Southern 
Freight Association, agent, tariff ICC 
S-548. 

FSA No. 40266— Iron and steel articles 
to Cedars and Le Tourneau, Miss . Filed 
by Traffic Executive Association-East¬ 
ern Railroads, agent (EH. No. 2821), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on plain 
sheet steel, strip steel, n.o.i.b.n., and bars, 
not including bars either square, round 
or otherwise shaped on which any work 
has been done except that of galvanizing, 
drawing, grinding, hammering, or roll¬ 
ing, in carloads, from Struthers and 
Youngstown, Ohio, and Butler, Pa., to 
Cedars and Le Tourneau, Miss. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 39 to Traffic Ex¬ 
ecutive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
agent, tariff ICC C-428. 

FSA No. 40267— Iron or steel articles to 
Pascagoula , Miss. Filed by Traffic Ex¬ 
ecutive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
agent (E.R. No. 2822), for interested 
rail carriers. Rates on iron or steel plate 
or sheet, n.oi.b.n., galvanized, painted or 
plain, corrugated or not corrugated, and 
strip steel, n.o.i.bJi., In carloads, from 
Detroit and Trenton, Mich., to Pasca¬ 
goula, Miss. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 39 to Traffic Exec¬ 
utive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
agent, tariff ICC C-428. 

FSA No. 40268— Iron or steel articles 
to Pascagoula and Bay St. Louis, Miss. 
Filed by Traffic Executive Association- 
Eastern Railroads, agent (E.R. No. 2823), 
for interested rail carriers. Rates on 
iron or steel plate or sheet, n.o.i.b.n., gal¬ 
vanized, painted or plain, corrugated or 
not corrugated, and strip steel, n.oi.b.n., 
in carloads, from Struthers and Youngs¬ 
town, Ohio, to Bay St. Louis and Pasca¬ 
goula, Miss. 

Grounds for relief—Market competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff—Supplement 39 to Traffic Ex¬ 
ecutive Association-Eastern Railroads, 
agent, tariff ICC C-428. 

By the Commission. 

^ SEAL 1 H. Neil Garson, 

Secretary. 

(FH Doc. 66-1086; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:46 a.m.1 


OFFICE OF EMERGENCY 
PLANNING 

CALIFORNIA 

Notice of Major Disaster 

Pursuant to the authority vested in me 
by the President under Executive Order 
10427 of January 16. 1953, Executive 
Order 10737 of ^October 29, 1957, and 
Executive Order 11051 of September 27, 
1962, (18 FJEt. 407, 22 FH. 8799, 27 FH. 
9683); Reorganization Plan No. 1 of 1958, 
Public Law 85-763, and Public Law 87- 
296; by virtue of the Act of September 30, 
1950, entitled “An Act to authorize Fed¬ 
eral assistance to States and local gov¬ 
ernments in major disasters, and for 
other purposes” (42 U.S.C. 1855-1855g), 
as amended; notice is hereby given of a 
declaration of "major disaster” by the 
President in his letter dated January 22, 
1966, reading in part as follows: 

I have determined that the damage in 
Humboldt County. Calif., resulting from 
severe storms and flooding beginning on or 
about January 3. 1966, is of sufficient severity 
and magnitude to warrant disaster assistance 
by the Federal Government to supplement 
State and local efforts. 

Dated: January 25, 1966. 

Franklin B. Dryden, 

Acting Director , 
Office of Emergency Planning. 

[FM. Doc. 66-1064; Filed. Jan. 31, 1966; 

8:45 am.) 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

| File No. 1-3393] 

VTR, INC. 

Order Suspending Trading 

January 26,1966. 

The common stock, $1 par value, of 
VTR, Inc., being listed and registered on 
the American Stock Exchange, pursuant 
to provisions of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934; and 

It appearing to the Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in such securities 
on such Exchange and otherwise than 
on a national securities exchange is re¬ 
quired in the public interest and for the 
protection of investors; 

It is ordered , Pursuant to sections 15 
(c) (5) and 19(a) (4) of the Securities 
Exchange Act of 1934, that trading in 
such securities on the American Stock 
Exchange and otherwise than on a na¬ 
tional securities exchange be summarily 
suspended, this order to be effective for 
the period January 27, 1966, through 
February 5. 1966, both dates inclusive. 

By the Commission. 

I seal 1 Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

]F.R. Doc. 66-1069; Filed. Jan. 31. 1966; 

8:45 a.m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 724 1 
BURLEY TOBACCO 
Notice of Special Referendum 

Notice is hereby given that on March 
10,1966, a special referendum will be held 
of farmers engaged in the production of 
bur ley tobacco of the 1965 crop, pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 12181 et seq.), and as further 
amended by Public Law 89-12 (79 Stat. 
66), approved April 16.1965. Notice that 
consideration would be given to estab¬ 
lishing a date for holding such special 
referendum was given and published in 
the Federal Register (30 FR. 13231). 
Hie views and recommendations received 
pursuant to such notice have been con¬ 
sidered within the limits permitted by 
the Act. The purpose of the special 
referendum is to determine whether the 
fanners voting favor or oppose the es¬ 
tablishment of marketing quotas on an 
acreage-poundage basis as provided in 
section 317 of such Act for the marketing 
years beginning October 1, 1966, October 
1, 1967, and October 1,1968. The special 
referendum will be conducted in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the Act and 
the Regulations Governing the Holding 
of Referenda on Marketing Quotas (28 
FH. 13249; 29 F.R. 16184; 30 FJR. 2521, 
2588, 6144, 14260) including any amend¬ 
ments prior to the special referendum. 

In order that arrangements for hold¬ 
ing the referendum may be made in an 
orderly manner and as much advance 
notice as possible be given to the date of 
the special referendum, it is essential 
that this notice be made effective as 
soon as possible. Accordingly, it is here¬ 
by determined that compliance with the 
30-day effective date requirement of the 
Administrative Procedure Act is imprac¬ 
ticable and contrary to the public in¬ 
terest and this notice shall be effective 
upon filing of this document with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. on Jan¬ 
uary 27,1966. 

Orville L. Freeman, 

Secretary. 


MARYLAND TOBACCO 
Notice of Referendum V 

Notice is hereby given that on Febru¬ 
ary 25, 1966, a referendum will be held 
of farmers engaged in the production of 
1965 crop Maryland tobacco, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938, as amended (7 
UJ5.C. 1281 et seq.). Notice that con¬ 
sideration would be given to establishing 
a date for holding the referendum was 
given in 30 FH. 13233. The purpose of 
the referendum is to determine whether 
the farmers voting favor a national mar¬ 
keting quota for each of the 1966-67, 
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1967-68, and 1968-69 marketing years for 
Maryland tobacco. The referendum will 
be conducted in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of the Act and the Regulations 
Governing the Holding of Referenda on 
Marketing Quotas (28 P.R. 13249; 29 
F.R. 16184; 30 P.R. 2521, 2588, 6144, 
14260). 

In order that arrangements for hold¬ 
ing the referendum may be made in an 


orderly manner and as much advance 
notice as possible be given to the date of 
the referendum, it is essential that this 
notice be made effective as soon as pos¬ 
sible. Accordingly, it is hereby deter¬ 
mined that compliance with the 30-day 
effective date requirement of the Admin¬ 
istrative Procedure Act is impracticable 
and contrary to the public interest and 
this notice shall be effective upon the fil¬ 


✓ 


ing of this document with the Federal 
Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Janu¬ 
ary 27, 1966. 

H. D. Godfrey, 

Administrator , Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service. 

IFJR. Doc. 66-1190: Filed, Jan. 31. 1966; 
9:59 a.m.] 
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U.S. GOVERNMENT ORGANIZATION MANUAL 



The United States 
Government 
Organization Manual 
is the official guide 
to the functions of the 
Federal Government 


Presents authoritative information about Government 
agencies. 

Describes the creation and authority, organization, and func¬ 
tions of the agencies in the legislative, judicial, and executive 
branches. 

This handbook is an indispensable reference tool for teachers, 
librarians, scholars, lawyers, and businessmen who need cur¬ 
rent official information about the U.S. Government. 


$175 


per copy. 


Paperbound, with charts 


Order from 

Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C., 20402. 






































